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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Waar cAN BE DoNzE with the Rev. A. Tooth, Vicar of 
? This is a question which may well perplex 
fiemind of Lord Penzance during the Christmas holi- 
For the reverend gentleman has ostentatiously 
ified, and yesterday proclaimed through the columns 
¢ the Times his defiance, of the inhibition duly 
ged upon him for disobedience to the order of the 
jamed judge commanding him to make certain altera- 
tons in his mode of conducting Divine service in his 
durch. By this act of disobedience he is clearly in 
entempt, and it is stated is expecting, if he is not 
, to spend his Christmas in Maidstone Gaol. It 

is suggested that quite apart from ecclesiastical 
ce, Mr. Tooth may be committed for con- 

; for the judge, under the Public Worship Regu- 
tio Act, 1874 (s. 9), “shall have the powers of 
a court of record,’ and amongst those powers is 
thepower of committing for contempt any person dis- 
dying the lawful order of the court. It seems 
unlikely that this course will be adopted 
that we need not discuss this view. But, further, 
section 7 of the Act enacts that “ whensoever a vacancy 
thall occur in the office of Official Principal of the 
Arches Court of Canterbury, the judge [under the Act] 
thill become ex officio such Official Principal, and all 
proceedings thereafter taken before the judge in relation 
to matters arising within the province of Canterbury 
thall be deemed to be taken in the Arches Court of 
(aunterbury.” Now, Sir Robert Phillimore’s acceptance 
of a judgeship in the High Court of Justice has created 
avacancy in the office of Official Principal, and accord- 
ingly Lord Penzance is now Official Principal, and all 
proceedings in his court are to be deemed to be pro- 
wedings in the Arches Court. We have therefore to 
inquire by what machinery the Official Principal of the 
achbishop, better known as Dean of the Arches, can 
enforce obedience to his decrees. The answer is to be 
found in the provisions of 53 Geo. 3, c. 127, which 
(ection 1) directs the discontinuance of “ excom- 
munication,” and enacts that when any person refuses 
to pay obedience to the lawful orders or decrees 
of the court, it shall be lawful for the judge to pro- 
Rounce such person in contempt, and within ten days 
tosignify the same to the King [Queen] in chancery ; 
and thereupon a writ de contumace capiendo shall issue, 
under which, in like manner as under the old writ de 
treommunicato capiendo, the sheriff may detain the con- 
tumacious person until he obeys the order, and the court 
pronounces him absolved of his contempt. The pro- 
cedure under this writ will be found fully described in 
Phillimore’s Ecclesiastical Law, vol. 2, pp. 1417, e¢ seq. 
Itmay be that Mr. Tooth’s opponents will not confer 
upon him the ambiguous honours of martyrdom, but 
will wait until, in process of time,:under section 13 of 
the Act, the benefice will become void; When void, tho 
patron can appoint a new incumbent, who will oust the 
Rev. Mr. Tooth by the prosaic proceedings of an 
ordinary lawsuit. Or, again, the bishop may (section 13) 
at once appoint some person to take charge of the 


has been done already in the case of Mr. Dale. 
Should Mr. Tooth resist the bishop’s nominee he will 
certainly lay himself open to civil proceedings, which 
will cost him money, of course, but will not excite the 
compassion and sympathy which his removal to gaol 
might possibly call forth. 





WE venturep a fortnight ago to question the correct- 
ness of the decision of the Common Pleas Division in 
Burchell v. Clark (25 W. R. 8), and we observe with 
some satisfaction that the Court of Appeal has this week 
reversed that decision. It will be remembered that the 
question arose upon the construction of a lease made in 
1784, by which premises were demised to hold for the 
term of 94} years, yielding and paying “ during the said 
term of 913 years,” the rent of, &c. In the counterpart 
the term mentioned both in the habendum and reddendum 
was 91} years. The Common Pleas Division held (1) 
that the counterpart is the inferior instrument, and that 
where a discrepancy occurs between lease and counter- 
part the lease must prevail; and (2) that therefore, the 
counterpart being, as it were, put out of consideration, 
the term mentioned in the habendum of the lease must 
be taken to express the real contract between the parties 
as to the length of the term, on the principle that it is 
the office of the habendum to set this forth, the office of 
the reddendum being merely to set forth the amount of 
rent. To the latter principle no objection was or can be 
raised ; if the counterpart was not to be looked at, it was 
obvious that the statement of the term in the habendum 
must prevail over the mere reference to it in the redden- 
dum. But the so-called “established rule of construc- 
tion,” that in all cases where the counterpart differs from 
the lease, the lease must prevail, has been rejected by 
the Court of Appeal by a majority of three to one. The 
Lord Chief Justice and Bramwell, J.A., seem to have 
thought it was sufficient to decide that where there was 
an obvious error on the face of the lease, 7.e., where the 
lease was inconsistent with itself, the counterpart might 
be looked at to see what the error was, and if the 
counterpart was consistent with itself and with some 
parts of the lease it must prevail. Amphlett, J.A., 
however, seems to have gone the whole length for which 
we contended. “The real question,” he said, “was as 
to the construction of the deed. Lease and counterpart 
were in law parts of one deed, and originally they were 
so in fact, being on the same parchment. Both, there- 
fore, must be looked at, and then it was manifest what 
the mistake had been. . . . This view he thought quite 
in accordance with the authorities, as it was with reason 


and justice.” 





A RATHER cuRIOUS Pont in the law of evidence has 
recently been decided in Ireland in the case of Sheedy 
v. Conelly. This was an action for negligence by a 
client against his attorney, and Lawson, J., before 
whom the case was tried out of which the action arose, 
was called as a witness to depose to certain matters 
which had taken place during the trial. His testimony 
was objected to, on the ground that a judge could not 
give evidence of a case which had come before him in 
his judicial capacity. The court held otherwise, stating 
the general practice to be that the notes of the 
judge might by consent be given in evidence, but 
if an objection was made he could be examined. There 
can scarcely be a question now that a judge may be 
called to speak to any foreign or collateral matter whick 
happened in his presence while the trial was pending or 
after it was ended. Thus, in the case of A. v. Thanet (27 
How. St. Tr. at p. 847), Heath, J., was examined to de- 
pose to the circumstances attending a riot which oc- 
curred in court on the termination of the case of R. v. 
O'Connor, which was tried at the Maidstone Assizes 
before him. But in regard to courts of record, Patteson, 





church and services during Mr. Tooth’s inhibition, as 


J., in R. v. Gazard (8 C. & P. 595), seems to have con- 
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sidered it dangerous, or at least highly inconvenient, to 
compel a judge to state what occurred before him in the 
regular course of a trial in court, and on this ground ad- 
vised the grand jury not to examine a chairman of quarter 
sessions as to what a person had testified in a trial in his 
court. A distinction has been taken with respect to the 
judgewho is actually trying the case; and the result of the 
authorities on the point seems to be that a sole judge 
cannot depose as a witness (Ross v. Buhler, 2 Mart. N.S. 
312), though an opposite view appears at one time to 
have been entertained (see remarks upon Mr. Cornish’s 
trial by Sir John Hawles, 8.G. 11 How. St. Tr. 
459). But if he be sitting with others he may 
then be sworn and give evidence (Trial of the 
Regicides, J. Kel. 12, 5 How. St. Tr. 1181n). In 
this latter case the proper course seems to be that the 
judge who has thus become a witness should leave the 
bench and take no further judicial part in the trial (2. 
v. Hacker, J. Kel. 12), and this on the obvious principle 
that he can hardly be deemed capable of impartially decid- 
ing on the admissibility of his own testimony or weigh- 
ing it against that of another. 





THERE CAN BE NO DovsT that since the 2nd of No- 
vember, 1875, the work of the Chancery Division has 
far exceeded that of its predecessor, the Court of 
Chancery. It is quite true that the business of the 
Court of Chancery increased continuously for the last 
nine years of its existence. In the year ending with 
October, 1866, the number of orders made by the court 
was 13,408, and in the year ending with October, 1875, 
16,783, being an average annual increase of 375. 
During the year ending with October, 1876, the orders 
made by the Chancery Division numbered 18,450, being 
an increase of no less than 1,667 in one year, or far more 
than four times the average increase of the nine pre- 
ceding years. This is accounted for, not only by the in- 
creased length of the sittings, but by the increased 
number of actions commenced. During the ten years 
next preceding the coming into operation of the new 
procedure the suits commenced by bill averaged about 
2,500 annually, but we believe we are correct in stating 
that the actions commenced by writ in the Chan- 
cery Division during the year ending with Octo- 
ber, 1876, the first year of procedure under the Judi- 
cature Acts, considerably exceeded 4,000. As to the 
future prospects of business in the Chancery Divi- 
sion, we can only say that in November, 1876, the 
four courts of first instance in the Chancery Division 
began business with an aggregate of 569 causes and 
actions in their papers for hearing, that during the 
Michaelmas Sittings about 440 of these were disposed of, 
but that there are now upon the books more than 560 
actions ripe, or nearly ripe, for hearing. Unless the 
amount of business in arrear is to continue the same 
throughout the legal year, some assistance must be 
provided to dispose of the mass of causes awaiting hear- 
ing. The list, we may add, contains a larger proportion 
of witness causes than that of the last sittings. 





Ir 18 A LITTLY svRnrEisine that the question of the pro- 
tection accorded to witnesses from actions for slander 
should have been raised at the present day in Seaman v. 
Neherdift. So tar back as the time of Elizabeth the 
principle appears to have been conceded that a witness 
is absolutely protected as regards anything spoken by 
him in his character as such (Brode’s case, cited in 
Palmer, 144); and in Hawkins’ P. C.C. 46, «. 17, tit. 
“ Detamation,’ the general doctrine is laid down 
“that no false or scandalous matter contained in 
a petition to Parliament, or in articles of peace 


ee 
—— 


thus established were acted upon by Lord May 
field in Reg v. Skinner (Loffts Reports, 55); and Lori 
Eldon, in Johnson v. Evans (3 Esp. 32), says thy 
“Words used in the course of legal or j 
proceedings, however hard they might bear on ty 
party against whom they were used, were not sig 
as would support an action for slander. Again, 
in Revis v. Smith (18 ©. B. 126), it was held thy 
no action will lie against a man for a statement made 
by him, whether by affidavit or vivd voce, in th 
course of a judical proceeding, even though alleged j) 
have been falsely and maliciously made, and withoy 
reasonable or probable cause; and the principle thy 
witnesses are protected from actions for what 
state in evidence in a court of justice, was 
established in the case of Dawkins v. Lord Rokeby (3% 
W. R. 931), where the privilege of witnesses wy 
pushed to the very verge of, if not beyond, th 
limits of principle. We took occasion recently tp 
point out the relation which appears to exist betwee 
the safeguards against abuse of the privilege and th, 
extent of the privilege in the case of the different persong 
who have to make statements in courts of justice. The 
privilege of the judge from actions for slander is abso. 
lute; it falls under the general principle that he is not 
liable for anything done by him in a judicial capacity, 
and the power of dismissing him is supposed to be suff. 
cient security against abuse. The privilege of the witness 
is also absolute, because he speaks under the lia 

to an indictment for perjury. And it is to be observed 
that in Dawkins v. Lord Rokeby, the Lord Chancellor 
carefully restricts the privilege granted in that case toa 
witness who did not speak on oath, in the following 
terms :—“ The defendant in the action,”’ he said, “ was 
called before that inquiry as a witness, as a 

who was required to make statements relevant to the 
inquiry which was then being conducted, and it was in 
the course of that inquiry that these statements were 
made.” 





THE LEGAL DEFINITION OF INSANITY. 


Tue question how far mental disease, or, to speak 
more correctly, physical disease affecting the mind, 
should be recognized as a defence in criminal cases has 
been lately raised in a considerable number of trials 
occurring during the winter assizes. It seems to us that 
the irresistible conclusion suggested by these cases is 
that the legal propositions now constituting the well- 
settled law on this subject altogether fail to satisfy the 
popular conscience, and to coincide with the substantial 
realities of experience with regard to the nature of 
insanity. We took occasion some time ago to discuss 
this topic, and dwelt at some length on the nature and 
foundation of the existing doctrines of criminal law 
with regard to insanity. There is no doubt a funda- 
mental antagonism between the tendencies of the 
lawyer and the doctor in relation to the subject. The 
lawyer is repelled by a view of things which, 
logically carried out, seems to tend to the complete 
abolition of the notion of criminal responsibility in 
favour of a species of materialistic necessitarianism. 
The correct summary of the legal doctrine is, no doubt, 
that to constitute a defence there must be a complete 
absence of mens rea produced by insanity, and that any- 
thing short of this leaves untouched all the necessary 
elements that constitute crime. The usual direction to 
the jury, that is again and again propounded in these 
cases, is that, in order to acquit the prisoner, they must 
be satisfied that when he did the act he was incapacitated 
by disease from knowing the nature and quality of it, 
or that, if he knew the nature of the act, he was unaware 
that it was wrong. ‘The medical man, on the other 
hand, having his attention constantly directed to the 
coincidence of cases of violence with a certain chain of 





exhibited to justices of the peace, or in any other 
prowing in «a regular wore of } make 
the complaint amount to a libel.” The principles 








physical phenomena and antecedents, and by the very n4- 
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ture of his professional experience being constantly driven 
to apply the conception of a physical law to such cases, 

y tends to a view which is the very opposite of 
the lawyer's. The phase of consciousness which the 









on 
ot a —Iawyer calls mens rea has no importance for him, as not 
gally having a causal relation to the act. It is merely 






aconcomitant of the act springing out of the same chain 








t mads of antecedents, itself a consequence and not a cause. 

in the It seems to us that for practical purposes the true 
‘eged ty course lies between these two opposing views. The 
Without nature of volition, the question how far man is a free 





agent or the automatic result of his physical constitution 























le 
t tt qd conditions is one of the great mysteries of the 
firmly universe. The result of the great increase of scientific 
by (33 knowledge has been to obtrude this problem more and 
3 Was more constantly upon man’s notice; but, however much 
d, the the human mind may be puzzled as a matter of theory 
tly ty by this difficult question, crossing continually as it does 
tireen the path of philosophical investigation and even of 
d the daily life, it will not be denied, we think, by anybody 
TSOng that for practical purposes the mass of mankind must 
The be held responsible for their actions. The very existence 
ibs. df society is based upon this axiom. But then we meet 
: not with certain persons as to whom it is recognized with 
city, facility that they differ mentally from the mass of man- 
uf. kind. It is seen that their actions are not such conse- 
Ness ts as, from the observation of the ordinary course 
lity of human action, one would expect from the antecedents 
ved ofsuch actions. This stage of observation corresponds 
Llor with the earliest stages of the history of knowledge with 
04 regard to insanity. Mankind, to account for this 
ing observed difference, began to invent a variety of theories, 
rag Atatime when medical and physical science was at a 
on low ebb, it was natural that these phenomena should be 
he eomnected solely with the prevailing ideas concerning 
in the immaterial portion of man—i.e., his mind, or soul. 
re It was observed that the phenomena correspond, to some 





extent, in kind with the operations of the more violent 
and unreasonable mental passions, and that their ante- 
dent frequently is indulgence in stch passions. Hence, 
4 moral stigma attached to insanity, and a belief in 
possession by evil spirits, and so forth. But then it 
tomes to be observed, as medical knowledge increases 
and physical diseases are classified and their symptoms 
more accurately noted, that these extraordinary phe- 
nomena are closely coupled with physical disease and 
morbid physical conditions. Accordingly, it comes to be 
A generally accepted belief that madness is really physi- 
eal disease of the thinking organ, the brain. But this 
process, by which an alteration of the general view of 
tusanity is effected, is only part of a more general 
change of standpoint effected by physical science with 
Tegard to the mode of viewing moral and mental phe- 
flomena. Even the staunchest adherent of the sponta- 
neous energy of volition does not deny at the present 
day that a man’s moral and mental nature is largely 
affected by hereditary and physical conditions. Abnor- 
mal irritability, eccentricity of all sorts, courage and the 
Want of it, energy and self-confidence, sluggishness 
and diffidence, are seen to be due very largely to 
bodily causes. But when all these considerations con- 
¢erning mental phenomena are duly appreciated it will 
bea necessary consequence that our position with regard 
to constructing a definition of insanity for criminal or 
any other purposes is very much altered. It is obvious 
that sanity and insanity are matters of degree, There 
is no exact dividing line any moro than there is between 
health and disease. Our knowledge is only phonomenal. 
We describe a certain aggregation of phenomena of a 
certain intensity as insanity without any difficulty, But 

may be various gradations of such phenomena 
diminishing in intensity till we perceive no deviation 
om what is ordinary. 

Tt being, therefore, admitted that insanity is a matter 
of degree, it was not unnatural that legists should en- 
a to lay down some canon by which to measure 

degree of insanity that should preclude criminal 


































responsibility. The rule that it must be such insanity 
as to preclude the existence of mens rea is one which 
possesses great attractions from its logical neatness and 
completeness. There is obviously something congenial 
to the criminal lawgiver aboutit. His mind cannot fail 
to be struck by the dangerous vagueness and elasticity 
of any definition of insanity short of this. But, whatever 
the apparent symmetry and safety of the rule, and 
however difficult it may be to lay down any other test, 
the rule is, in our opinion, condemned by the growing 
tendency of human opinion and practice against really 
carrying it into effect. We believe that the true opinion, 
and that which if not generally accepted by mankind 
soon will be, is that no person who is properly called 
insane for general purposes should be responsible for the 
purposes of criminal law. The law is, in our opinion, 
wrong, because it distinguishes between degrees of in- 

sanity for different legal purposes. We say insanity is 
a matter of degree, but once a man has arrived at that 

degree of mental abnormality which is recognized by 

medical science as the result of physical disease and is 
called insanity, all question as to legal responsibility 
ought to cease. In other words, though insanity is a 
question of degree, there ought to be no degrees in 
insanity. The essence of the thing for all purposes, 
criminal as well as any other, lies in being on one side 
of a line or the other. It may be difficult to draw the 
line, but that is a difficulty that is felt with regard to 
innumerable matters besides insanity. {[t seems by 
some to be forgotten that no definition in the strict 
sense is ever possible when an actual physical reality 
such as insanity is in question, and not a mere menial 
abstraction. The question whether a man is on one 
side or the other of the line which divides thé class which 
is called sane from that which is called insane is a ques- 
tion which must be judged of by the apprehension of 
ordinary men, their own knowledge of things being aided 
by the observations and evidence of experts. We think 
that the same degree of mental aberration that entitles 

society, without any criminal act on his part, to deprive 

a man of his liberty is that which ought to absolve from 

criminal responsibility. 

It seems to us that the right to freedom and criminal 
responsibility are obviously coincident. We do not 
think that if a lunatic escaped from an asylum and com- 
mitted a murder the general opinion would be that he 
should be made criminally responsible, and yet we are 
sure that most of the patients in lunatic asylums would 
certainly not come up to the standard of insanity re- 
quired by the law. We do not believe that the complete 
absence of a knowledge of the distinction between right 
and wrong is present in most cases of insanity, and we 
think that crowds of persons now locked up as hopelessly 
insane are, according to the legal test, proper subjects 
of criminal responsibility. The truth is that such 
persons are made by the law subject to be locked up, 
because the law recognizes the fact that, by reason of 
mental disease, the ordinary safeguard of society, viz., 
the fear of punishment, is not capable of having its 
natural effect on them. Is not this saying in effect that 
they are not criminally responsible? The lunatics who 
commit murders are the unfortunates whose lunacy is 
not ascertained in time to lock them up before mis- 
chief is done. ‘The meaning of the term “will” 
philosophically is a mystery, and so is the ques- 
tion of ‘‘ freedom of will,” but there is a practical 
sense, as applied to the ordinary affairs of life, in 
which the meaning of these terms is clear enough for 
practical men to work with. We say that, to any one 
who reflects on it, it will be apparent that you lock up 
&@ man in a lunatic asylum because you have come to 
the conclusion that his will is not free in the practical 
sense of the term. It seems to us to follow that any 
such man is not criminally responsible, Much has been 
the disoussion about the alleged “ irresistible impulse” 
of homicidal mania. It has been truly said that, with 
regard to the operation of the human will, there 





144 


ee ——— —_ 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 






Dec. 28, 1876 





— 








ee —— 


is no possible test of irresistibility ; all you can tell is 
that the impulse either has or has not been resisted. 
But those who have discussed these questions often seem 
to have been unaware how far they were straying from 
practice and becoming involved in bottomless metaphy- 
sical regions with which it was too obvious they had 
little acquaintance. The law is more practical than this 
in many of its branches ; the idea is not at all unfamiliar 
to us of an act which, though really voluntary, is 
esteemed by the law involuntary because done under 
the influence of an overwhelming motive. There is 
obviously one extraordinary difficulty in constructing any 
definition or test as to the nature of insanity, because all 
the terms in which you can express that which constitutes 
sanity or insanity are equally matters of degree and in- 
capable of definition. But surely it may be put thus:— 
Must not a creature be both a free and rational agent to 
be a fit subject for criminal responsibility? Why are 
people locked up in lunatic asylums? Surely because 
it is recognized that they are either not free in any 
practical sense of the term or not rational ? 
But it may be asked, What, then, is to be the legal rule 
on the question of insanity, and how are a jury to be 
directed with regard to it? It seems to us that the 
only general legal proposition that ought to be laid 
down is that anijnsane person cannot be guilty of crime; 
the question that arises on this is whether the particular 
person is insane. This is a question of fact, not of law 
at all. The mischief of the present rule, to our think- 
ing, is that the law thereby takes on itself to inter- 
meddle with a pure question of fact. With regard to 
the question of fact the jury ought to be directed to 
apply their minds to the question whether there was 
that which amounted to what is ordinarily recognized as 
the physical disease of the mental organs known as in- 
sanity. They should be directed to consider whether 
there were appearances preceding or following the act 
so far extraordinary and of such a nature as to point to 
the conclusion that the man was what would be con- 
sidered “insane,” using the term in the sense in which 
people of sound sense use the term when in earnest with 
reference to the general purposes of life, viz., not as 
meaning mere eccentricity or some deviation, either more 
or less considerable, from the average mental tempera- 
ment, but as indicating that amount of deviation which is 
fairly termed disease of mind. They should be directed to 
consider as the best test of the character and weight of 
such appearances the evidence of the medical man. 
Whatever the lawyer’s jealousy of the tendency of 
medical men on this point, and however well founded, if 
insanity is a physical disease, as all observation tends to 
show it is, the medical man’s opinion is the best test 
of its existence. We could wish medical and scientific 
men would more universally show themselves alive to 
the tendency their profession has to warp them in certain 
directions, and so avoid giving so much just cause 
for jealousy. But the only hope, after all, of any in- 
creased knowledge of mental disorder lies in the classi- 
fication and comparison of abnormal mental phenomena 
and the observation of their connection with morbid 
physical conditions. It is part of our legal system that 
all questions of fact are cognizable by the intellect of 
ordinary laymen; we do not set aside certain questions 
as scientific questions to be decided by the certificate of 
experts. But no judge in directing a jury as to the ex- 
istence of spine injury in a railway accident case would 
proceed on the footing that he was as good a judge of 
spine disease as a doctor. If insanity is a physical 
disease, a judge in summing up ought to treat its exist- 
ence as a question of medical science just like any other 
— not a6 a question of morals or metaphysics or 
w. ; 
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PUBLIC AND PRIVATE RIGHTS IN 4 
NAVIGABLE RIVER. 


Tue case of Lyon v. The Fishmongers’ Company (1, R, 
1 App. 662, reported below, 24 W. R. 1), recently 
decided in the House of Lords, raised an interesting 
question with respect to one of that class of rights which 
have been sometimes called natural servitudes, 

The facts were briefly these:—The appellant was the 
owner of certain freehold property called Lyon’s 
fronting the tidal part of the River Thames. There way 
an inlet on one side of this property. At the bottom of 
the inlet stood a wharf belonging to the Fishmongey 
Company. The result of the existence of this inlet wag 
that the appellant's property enjoyed a double frontagg 
to the Thames. It was not denied that this was a great 
advantage to it, and an advantage of which the owner 
of the property had for an indefinite period availed them. 
selves, The Conservators of the Thames have power 
under one of their Acts to license any owner of land 
fronting the Thames to make wharves in front of his 
land and into the body of the river, upon payment of g 
fair and reasonable consideration, as directed by the Act, 
The Act also contains a provision that nothing in it shal} 
extend to take away, alter, or abridge any right, claim, 
privilege, franchise, exemption, or immunity to which 
any owner or occupier of any lands, tenements, or here. 
ditaments on ,the banks of the river is now entitled, 
The conservators granted to the respondents, the Fish. 
mongers’ Company, a licence to make an embankmenf, 
in front of their land, which would have had the effect 
of completely filling up the before-mentioned inlet, and 
destroying the appellant’s river frontage at the side of 
his premises. To prevent this from being done the ap. 
pellant had moved for an injunction, which Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins had granted; the Lords Justices had re 
versed the decision of the Vice-Chancellor, and, on 
appeal, the House of Lords reversed the decision of the 
Lords Justices. 

The ground on which the Lords Justices proceeded 
appears to have been this:—It was assumed that the 
rights mentioned in the saving clause of the Conserv. 
ancy Act must be in the nature of private rights of 
property, because they were to be rights to which any 
owner or occupier of lands, &c., on the banks of the river 
is entitled. If this were so the mere right which a person 
has, as a member of the public, to use a particular por. 
tion of the river and its bank for disembarkation would 
clearly not be within the section. The Lords Justices 
held that the proprietor of land having a river frontage 
on anavigable tidal river is not entitled to access to his 
land from the river by virtue of any private right, bub. 
merely as one of the public. Mellish, L.J., said that 
the Lords Justices had been unable to find any authority 
for holding that a riparian proprietor where the tide 
flows and re-flows has any rights or natural easements 
vested in him similar to those which have been heldinnumet- 
ous cases to belong to a riparian proprietor on the banks of 
a natural stream above the flow of the tide. The House 
of Lords, on the other hand, considered that the onus of 
producing authority rather lay on those who maintained 
the proposition that there was no such natural right. 

It will be observed that, the Thames being tidal, no: 
question arose of any right based on the ownership of the: 
bed of the river being vested in the riparian proprietor. 
Lord Justice Mellish discussed the cases in which p 
obstructions in the bed of a river had been held action- 
able, and came to the conclusion that they depen 
generally on the principle that, where a private indi- 
vidual has sustained particular damage from the 
infringement of a public right, he has a remedy by 
action, and not on any private right of the riparian 
owner. It may, no doubt, be that, in many caseé 
where such particular damage existed, such 4 principle 
was sufficient to decide the case in the plaintiff's 
favour, and consequently there was no need dis- 
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tinctly to affirm the existence of any private right in the 
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proprietor; but it does not follow logically from 
* that there is no such private right. It should be 
that there is a considerable natural distinction 
the obstruction of the bed of a river, which is a 


“qatural highway, and the obstruction of a highway on 


jd, which is artificial. We do not say that there may 
not be a private right of property in relation to the access 
toland from any public highway, but it is obvious that 
es relating to natural servitudes come in in the 
ge case which are not applicable to the other. In the 
tase of the river, the maxim Agua currit et debet currere 
gpplies. The principle with regard to natural servitudes 
isthat the proprietor of land is entitled to the enjoy- 
ment of certain advantages arising out of the naturally 
state of things, and no proprietor of land is 
attitled to deprive his neighbour of these natural ad- 
vantages by so dealing with his land as to alter the 
naturally existing state of things. No one is entitled, 
apart from prescription, to interfere with the bed ofa 
natural stream so as to alter its flow in a manner 
udicial to other riparian proprietors. It seems to us 
that in the recent case the right to the flow of water up 
the inlet was, as stated by the House of Lords, in the 
nature of a natural servitude. The cases of Duke of 
Buccleuch v. The Metropolitan Board of Works (UL. R. 
5H. L. 418) and The Metropolitan Board of Works v. 
McCarthy (23 W. R. 115, L. R. 7 H. L. 243) appear to 
be wholly irreconcilable in principle with the decision 
of the Lords Justices in Lyon v. Fishmongers’ Company, 
though, of course, the actual point decided in those cases 
was somewhat different. The weak point of the view 
enunciated by Mellish, L.J., viz., its limitation of the 
principle laid down to tidal waters, was immediately 
fastened upon in the House of Lords. If the cases of 
aproprietary right in the bed of the river, and special 
damage resulting from the infringement of a public 
tight, i.¢., the obstruction of the highway, exhaust all 
the rights that are possible, which would seem to be the 
reasoning employed, why is the question whether the 
tiver is a tidal or non-tidal navigable river material ? 
The soil of a non-tidal navigable river may not be in 
the riparian proprietors, but may be vested in a public 
body by Act of Parliament, as we believe is the case with 
the Thames itself above Teddington Lock. The Lord 
Justice suggests no reason why the tidal character of 
the river makes any difference; but we suppose what 
was in his mind was that a tidal river is like an arm of 
the sea, and the public rights of the Crown might, in 
some future case, be interfered with prejudicially if the 
doctrine of natural servitudes applied to such waters. 
Be this as it may, however, he does not work out any 
such idea, and the Lord Chancellor said, “The doctrine 
would be a serious and alarming one that a riparian 
owner on a public river, and even on a tidal public river, 
had none of the ordinary rights of a riparian owner, as 
such, to preserve the stream in its natural condition for 
all the usual purposes of the land; but that he must 
stand upon his right as one of the public to complain 
only of a nuisance or an interruption to the navigation.” 
(Zo be continued.) 





A correspondent says “ the office of the London Gazette 
been removed to the same building in Princes-street, 
Westminster, that houses the Stationery Office. You ex- 
pressed a hope when the removal was first ramoured that 
the convenience of the public would be consulted in the 
new arrangements, Such a hope has proved fallacious. 
An unfortunate individual who has a notice to insert in 
¢ has to make his way out of Princes-street 

through an archway intoa back-yard. If he turns to the 
tight he finds himself in the dusthole of the Stationery 
; if he turns to the left he finds himself in the Gasette 

or rather, in a draughty passage with a stone floor 

and without a single seat, which is all that has been 
Provided to do duty as a waiting-room. Why there is 





Rehtews. 


CHANCERY ACTS AND ORDERS. 


Tue Sratutes, GENERAL OrpErs, AND Rugs or Court 
RELATING TO THE Practice, PLEADING, AND JURISDIC- 
TION OF THE SuPREME CouRT OP JUDICATURE, PARTICU- 
LARL¥ WITH REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY DIVISION AND 
THE ACTIONS ASSIGNED THERETO; WITH Copious Nortsgs. 
Fifth Edition. By Gzonce Ossornz Moraay, Q.C., 
M.P., and Cuatoner WittiaM Caurts, of Lincoln’s-inn, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


To those of our readers—and they are not a few—who 
have for years had “ Morgan” on their tables, we need say 
nothing as to the design of the work. To others we may 
explain that the object is to print the Acts and orders, 
and append to them notes containing the substance of the 
decisions, expressed as tersely as possible, with occasional 
cross references, but hardly anything in the way of 
speculation or suggestion. It is unnecessary to discuss 
the merits of this design; the profession have unmis- 
takably testified their approval of it, and all that re- 
mains is to see how the present edition has been edited. 
We will take, first of all, the Acts other than the Judi- 
cature Acts. Here the obvious remark occurs that the 
order of arrangement of the statutes, which has hitherto 
been roughly chronological, ought to have been changed. 
We should have thought it beyond question that the 
Judicature Acts and rules should have come first; 
that they should have been followed by Sir G. Turner’s 
Act, the Chancery Chambers Act and Orders, the Chancery 
Procedure Act 1852, the Court of Chancery Officers Act, 
1867, and the Chancery Funds Act; the other Acts being 
grouped in.the subsequent part of the book. - Instead of 
this we have the Acts we have mentioned scattered over 
part 1, headed “‘ Statutes,” and the Rules of Court, 1875, 
although they are part of a statute, are taken out of 
part 1 and placed in part 2 after the Chancery Funds 
rules. It seems to us that it would have been both 
more natural and more convenient that the schedule of 
rules, together with the additional rules, should have 
immediately followed the Judicature Act, 1875. ; 
Among the miscellaneous Acts we find the Solicitors 
Act, 1870, but we have not been able to discover the 
Legal Practitioners Acts, 1875 and 1876. These are 
very microscopical measures, no doubt, and perhaps the 
latter Act may be said to be outside the scope of the 
book (although section 20 of the Solicitors Act, 1870, 
relating to the same matter, is summarized at p. 31), but 
at all events the Act of 1875 should have found a place 
in the work. We observe that the proviso at the end ef 
section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, is printed in its 
original form, although it was repealed and re-enacted in 
an altered form by the Legal Practitioners Act, 1875. 
In the notes on these miscellaneous statutes the cases “ 
appear, so far as we can judge, to be generally carefully 
collected and correctly stated. It is scarcely possible, 
however, that in a work of this kind errors should not 
occur, and this edition is not free from them. Among 
the more important which have come under our notice” 
is the view given on p. 65 of the effect of sub-section 6 
of section 25 of the Judicature Act, 1873. After re- 
ferring to Re Haycock's Policy (24 W. R. 291) the note 
proceeds, “ but see now section 25 (6) of the Judicature 
Act, 1873, under which a debtor may pay a debt into 
court in case of a disputed claim.” It is surely only a 
debtor or other person who has had express notice in 
writing of an assignment of the debt or chose in action 
who can avail himself of this remedy? In the note to 
section 29 of Lord St. Leonard's Act, again, we find no 
reference to the important case of Newfon v. Sherry 
(24 W. R. 371), in which the Common Pleas Division 
held that advertisements by an administrator under this 
section protected him from claims by the next of kin. 
The chief interest of this edition, however, is concen- 
trated on the part which contains the Judicature Acts and 





RO proper waiting-room for those who have business to 
transact at the Gazette office is a mystery.” 


Rules, This, as the authors remark, is really a new work 
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and it is one of considerable difficulty. Their method, 
is to print in full in large type the sections and rules 
relating to the practice in the Chancery Division, giving 
also in small type either the substance or the words of 
the other sections and rules, except those relating exclu- 
sively to probate or admiralty practice. So far as we 
have examined we have found the rules issued since the 
passing of the Judicature Act, 1875, printed in their 
proper places among the other rules, except r. 3a of ord. 
2 (r. 2 of June, 1876), which, however, is duly referred 
to in form 2 of appendix 1. The cases which have been 
decided on the various sections and rules are given in 
the notes, and though it cannot be said that all the 
decisions are cited, we are inclined to think that 
there are not many omissions of importance of cases de- 
ceded in court. As to the accuracy of the statements of 
the cases a reliable judgment can only be formed from 
the use of the work in practice, but the notes we have 
tested we have found fairly correct. On the whole we 
are inclined to think that, although the book will hold 
its ground, this edition does not equal its predecessors 
in carefulness of execution. 








Cases of the Gtieck. 


MortsaGEE IN Possession—LiaBI“ity to Account.— 
Statutes or LimiTation.—On the 15th inst., the Court 
of Appeal (James, L.J., and Baggallay and Brett, JJ.A.) 
reversed the decision of Hall, V.C., in Hickman v. 
Upsall (24 W. R. 694, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 617). The 
facts were briefly these :—Under the trusts of a will H. was 
tetant for life of some leaseholds. In Joly, 1859, she 
mortgaged her life interest. In the same year a suit was 
instituted to administer the trusts of the will, and in 

* that suit an order was made in November, 1860, giving 
the mortgagee liberty to enter into possession of the lease- 
holds, and he entered into possession accordingly. H., 
the mortgagor, in March, 1866, left her home and was 
never heard of again. In April, 1875, upon the hearing 
of a petition presented by the persons who were, under 
the trusts of the will, entitled to the leaseholds in re- 
mainder, subject to the life estate of H., asking that the 
leasebolds might be sold and the proceeds paid to them, 
Hall, V.C., decided that H. must be presumed to have 
died in June, 186€, and ordered a sale of the leaseholds. 
The petitioners, in March, 1876, presented another 
petition, asking that the mortgagee, who had remained 
in possession down to April, 1875, might account for the 
rents received by him since the end of June, 1866. Hall, 
V.C., held that, as the mortgagee had originally entered 
into possession under the order of the Court, he had not 
been converted into a mere trespasser upon the death of 
the mortgagor tenant for life. And, as no laches could be 
imputed to the petitioners, he held that they were 
entitled to the account which they asked. The Court of 
Appeal were of opinion that there was no fiduciary 
relation existing between the petitioners and the 
mortgagee which could exclude the operation of the Statutes 
of Limitation, and they held that the petitioners were 
only entitled to an account for six years before the pre- 
sentation of the petition. 





Lusatic Trustez—Vestinc Orper—Lanps IN IRELAND 
—Trvstee Act, 1850, ss. 3, 54, 55, 56, 57.—In a lunac 
petition of Re Lamotte, heard by the Court of Appeal on the 
16th inst., a question was raised as to the power of the court, 
on appointing new trustees, to wake a vesting order with 
respect to land in Ireland. The lunatic was the sole sur- 
viving trustee of asettlement, The trust property consisted 
in part of real estate in Ireland. The petition was entitled 
in the lunacy, in the matter of the trust, and in the matter 
of the Trustee Act, and was addressed to the Lord Chancellor, 
and to the Chancery Division of the High Court, and it 
asked for the appointment of new trustees and for a vesting 
order. The court (James, L.J., and Baggallay and Brett, 
JJ.A) held that, there being clear jurisdiction in lanacy to 


Dec. 23, 1876, 
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could have obtained from the Chancery Division a 
order with respect to the lands in Ireland. Conseq 

as the judges of the Court of Appeal had been ap; 

the Lord Chancellor additional judges of the Ch 
Division for the pce of dealing with matters of 
kind, the court bad power by one order to appoint the ney 
trustees and to direct that the lands in Ireland should 
inthem. In Re Davies, 3 M. & G. 278, Lord Chancellg, 
Truro held that it was not intended by the Trustee Act ty 
give the Lord Chancellor of Great Britain in lunacy a con 
current jurisdiction over lands in Ireland, and on that ground 
declined to make a vesting order as to lands in Ireland, 
But in Re Hewett’s Estate, 6 W. R. 537, Kindersley, 
V.C., held that, in matters not in lunacy, the Court of 
Chancery in England had, under the Trustee Act, a con. 
current jurisdiction over lands in Ireland, and he madeg 
vesting order with regard to such lands. 





Action In ADMIRALTY Dr1vi1ston—APPEARANCE UNDER 
Protest—JupicaTuRE Act, 1875, s. 18; ORp. 12.—Qp 
the 20th inst., in a case of The Vivar, the question wag 
raised before the Court of Appeal whether, in an action in 
the Admiralty Division, an appearance may now be entered 
‘¢under protest ”’ for the purpose of disputing the jurisdic. 
tion. The action arose out of a collision which had taken 
place on the high seas between two ships called The Vivar 
and The Sonora. The Vivar was a Spanish ship, and the 
owners of The Sonora sued a person who was a part owner 
of The Vivar. He was a British subject, but was residing 
in Spain. An order was obtained from the registrar givi 
leave to serve the writ upon the defendant out of the 
jurisdiction, and the writ was served accordingly. The 
defendant entered an appearance under protesi, and then 
applied to the court to dismiss the action, on the ground 
that the court had no jurisdiction in the matter. Sir R, 
Phillimore made an order dismissing the action, with costs, 
and the Court of Appeal (James, L.J., and Baggallay and 
Bramwell, JJ.A.) affirmed his decision. It was argued that 
under the present practice there could not be any appearance 
other than an unconditional one, and that by appearing 
the defendant had in effect submitted to the jurisdiction. 
But the court held that, by virtue of section 18 of the Act 
of 1875, the old practice in the Court of Admiralty of 
appearing under protest to dispute the jurisdiction had 
been preserved. Another fact in the case was this: that 
the defendant’s solicitor had in the first instance written a 
letter undertaking to appear for him, aud it was contended 
that this undertaking bound the defendant to ap 
unconditionally. Inasmuch, however, as it appeared that, 
at the time when the undertaking was given, the solicitor 
was in ignorance of the nature of the claim made by the 
action, the court held that the undertaking was not binding. 





Bitz or Sate—NOn-REGISTRATION—POSSESSION TAKEN 
BEFORE LIQUIDATION PgtTitTION—Psior SecreT AcT oF 
Bankruprcy—Re.ation Back or TRuster’s TITLE—Bmis 
or SALE Act, 1854, s. 1—Bankxruprcy Act, 1869, ss, 94, 
95.—A case of Ex parte Attwater, decided by the Court of 
Appeal on the 21st inst., affords a striking illustration of 
the perils to which the holder of a bill of sale is exposed by 
omitting to register his security. The holder of an unre- 
gistered bill of sale took an actual and valid possession of the 
goods comprised in it on the 24th of August. The morte 
who was a trader, filed a liquidation petition on the 29th 
of August. It afterwards appeared that he had, the day 
before the possession was taken, committed an act of bank- 
ruptcy by denying himself to several of his creditors, or, ia _ 
the words of sub-section 3 of section 6 of the erypag 
Act, 1869, by keeping house with intent to defeat or delay 
his creditors. The trustee in the bankruptcy therefore 
claimed the goods comprised in the bill of sale, and the 
court (James, L.J., and Baggallay and Bramwell, JJ.A.) 
held that he was entitled to them. It was argued on be 

of the mortgagee that, when the Bills of Sale Act said that 
an unregistered bill of sale shall be void as against the as- 
signee in bankruptcy of the giver of the bill of sale as to « 
the goods comprised in it which, at the time of the bank- 
ruptey, remain in his possession or apparent possession, it 
meant the time either of the adjudication or the 
and not the time of the commission of any at 
of bankruptcy to which the title of the assignee oF 





appoint the trustees, the new trustees, when appointed 


trustee might relate back. If that were so, a bill of sale 
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folder, however diligent he might be in taking possession, 

ould always be liable to have his title defeated by the 

gmmission of a secret act of bankraptcy. And if 
was had to the Bankruptcy Act to establish the 

fitle of the trustee by means of relation back to a prior 


“got of bankruptcy, the other provisions of that Act 


also be imported into the case, and the bill of sale 
polder, who had taken possession without notice of any act 
of bankraptcy, would be protected by section 94 or section 
9 of that Act. The court, however, said that the 
“time of such bankruptcy,” in the Bills of 

fale Act, had a recognized and well-understood 
meaning, a meaning which had, indeed, been settled 
by jadieial decision at the time when the Act 
viz., the commission of an act of bank- 

to which the title of the assignee of the bankrupt 

qould relate back. The Act was passed for a special pur- 
pose, viz., to insure the registration of bills of sale ; and 
its special provisions could not be taken to have been re- 
led by merely general words (even if they were incon- 
sistent) in a subsequent general Act. The — really 
turned entirely ou the construction of the Bills of Sale Act, 


and its meaning was plain and unmistakable. The bill of 
gle holder had no right to complain of any hardship, for 
his loss was due entirely to his own fault in omitting to 
register his security. 


Proor IN Bankruptcy — Lievipatep DamacEes — 
Punatty.—The same day the Court of Appeal reversed the 
decision of the Chief Judge in a case of Re Newman, which 
we noted ante, p. 49. ‘A contract for the erection of certain 
buildings provided that they should be completed by a day 
named. There were a number of stipulations, and for de- 
fmult in the performance of some of them it was provided 
that certain payments should be made by the builder as 

iquidated damages. For default in the performance of 

ers, no such provision was made. If the buildings 
were not completed by the appointed day, the builder was 
to forfeit £10 per week for each week du'ing which they 
remained unfinished. And the last clause of the contract 
provided that, in case it should not be in all things duly 
performed by the builder, he should pay to the other party 
$1,000 as and for liquidated damages. Owing to the liquida- 
tion of the builder, and the refusal of his trustee to carry 
on the works, the building was not completed till long 
after the time appointed. The Chief Judge held that the 
other party to the contract was entitled to prove in the 
liquidation for the £1,000, without showing that he had 
suffered any actualdamage. The Court of Appeal (James, 
LJ., and Baggallay and Bramwell, JJ.A.) held that the 
£1,000 was in the nature of a penalty, and that only the 
actual damage sustaired by the non-completion of the 
building could be proved for in the liquidation. 


FravpvLent PrErERENcE—RvutLeEs oF Stock EXcHANGE, 
—The same day, in a case of Ex parte Saffery, the question 
arose whether a payment, made by a defaulting member of 
the Stock Exchange on the eve of his bankruptcy, of the 
greater part of his assets to the (so-called) official assignee 
of the Stock Exchange for distribution among the defaulter’s 
Stock mea creditors was void as against his trustee in 
bankruptcy. It was attempted to support the transaction 
onthe ground that it was made in compliance with the 
rules of the Stock Exchange, and under the pressure caused 
by the knowledge that the bankrupt’s only chance of being 
re-admitted as a member of the Stock Exchange (by which 
he, by the default, ipso facto ceased to be a member) lay in 
compliance with its rules, Reliance was also placed on the 
fact that the Stock Exchange creditors had received the pay- 
ment witbout notice of any act of bankruptcy, and in the 
belief of a representation mado by the bankrupt that he had 
substantially no creditors outside the Stock Exchange. The 
court, however (James, L.J., and Baggallay and Brett, 
JJ.A.), held that the payment must be refunded to the 
trustee in bankruptcy, on the broad principle that any 
eeasio bonorum made by an insolvent on the eve of his bank- 
raptey for the benefit of some only of his creditors, to the 
exclusion of the rest, is a fraud under the bankrupt law. 


Varpon’s Liew vor Unrarp Purcuasn-Monzy.—On the 
18th inst. the question whether a vendor of land had given 





up his lien for unpaid purchase-money came before the 
Court of Appeal in a case of Re The Brentwood Brick and 
Coal Company. The vendor had assigned a lease of land 
to the company in consideration of £6,000. The assign- 
ment of the lease contained a recital that the vendor had 

that the £6,000 should be paid to him as follows, 
viz., fifty per cent. of all moneys received by the company 
upon the sale of shares, and fifty per cent. upon all moneys 
by way of capital to be borrowed at any time by: the com- 
pany, until the payments so to be made should amount to 
£6,000, and then, by the operative part of the deed, the 
vendor, in consideration of the £6,000 so to be paid to him 
in manner thereinbefore stated, assigned the demised prop- 
erty to the company for the residue of the term. The com- 
pany proved a failure, and was ordered to be wound up. 
The vendor, who had not received any part of his £6,000, 
claimed a lien for it upon the proceeds of the leasehold 
property which had been sold by the liquidator. The 
Court of Appeal (James, L.J., and Baggallay and Brett, 
JJ.A.) affirmed the decision of Malins, V.C., that the 
vendor was not entitled to any lien. 


Owner or Two TeNneMENTS—DEnoGATION FROM GRANT— 
Osstruction o¥ Lignt.—A rather curious question as to 
the power of the owner of adjoining tenements indirectly 
to derogate from his own grant was raised before the 
Court of Appeal on the 19th inst. ina case of Master v. 
Hansard, In December, 1853, Hansard and others de- 
mised to the predecessor in title of the Crystal Palace 
Hotel Company some land at Sydenham for the purposes 
of building. The lease contained a covenant by the lessee 
with the lessors, their heirs and assigns, that he would 
not carry on upon the demised land any offensive trade or 
business, nor do any act which might be an annoyance to 
the neighbourhood, or to the lessees or tenants of the 
lessors, or diminish the value of the adjacent property, 
nor erect on the demised premises any building nearer 
than twenty feet to a certain specified road, nor erect upon 
the premises any other building without first submitting 
the plans thereof to the lessors and obtaining their approval 
of the same. In May, 1858, the same lessors demised 
some adjoining land to the plaintiff, ‘‘together with 
all easements, profits, commodities, and appurtenances 
whatsoever belonging, or which shall belong, there- 
to.” The lease contained restrictive covenants similar 
to those contained in the lease of 1853. In 1876 
the Crystal Palace Hotel Company, to whom the lease 
of 1853 had been assigned, commenced the erection 
of new buildings the effect of which was to inter- 
fere with the plaintiff's lights. The plaintiff com- 
menced an action against the lessors and the company, 
claiming an injunction to restrain the erection of the 
buildings and to restrain the lessors from giving their 
approval to them. It was contended that, when the lessors 
made the grant to the plaintiff, they remained owners of the 
property comprised in the company’s lease to this extent, 
that they had the power of preventing the company from 
erecting any buildings to which they should not give their 
consent ; that the lessors were bound to make use of that 
power so as to prevent any derogation from their own grant 
to the plaintiff ; that they were, so to speak, trustees of the 
se for the plaintiff. The court (James, LJ., and 

aggallay and Bramwell, JJ.A.), however, declined to 
accede to this argument. They held that the restrictive 
covenant was entered into simply for the lessors’ own 
benefit, to enable them to deal with their own estate to the 
best advantage for themselves, and that they were in no 
sense trustees for the plaintiff of the power of withholding 
their consent to the new buildings, they having entered into 
no contract with him with respect to that power. An 
attempt was also made to argue that the plaintiff was en- 
titled, in the character of an assign from the lessors, to 
enforce the performance by the my | of the covenant 
which had been entered into with their lessors, their heirs 
and assigns, But the court held that there was no founda- 
tion for this contention. 


Evipenczs on Apprat—Costs OF PRINTING SHORTHAND 
Wrirer’s Norrs—Orp. 58, aa. ll, 123.—We 
(ante, p. 67) the fact that in a case of Bigsby v. Dickinson 
the Court of Appeal allowed to a successful appellant the 
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costs of printing a shorthand writer’s notes of the viva 
voce evidence taken in the court below, though they had 
been printed without any previous order of the court, and 
without any consent of the respondent. On the drawing 
up of the order the question arose whether the costs of 
printing included the shorthand writer’s fee for taking 
the notes and the cost of making a transcript of the 
notes. The transcript had not been made until after the 
notice of appeal had been given. Under these circum- 
stances the Court of Appeal (James, L.J., and Baggallay 
and Bramwell, JJ.A.) held that the cost of making the 
transcript was part of the cost of printing. The tran- 
script had in truth been made only for the purpose of the 
appeal, and the cost of making it was as mach part of the 
cost of printing as was the setting up of the type by the 
compositor. But the original cost of employing the 
shorthand writer was not incurred with any reference to 
the appeal, and the appellant must pay that himself. 





RepLy—New Matrer—Specian Replication—Con- 
FESSION AND AvoIDANCE—Orp. 19, RR. 2, 4, 14, 19, 20, 21; 
Orv. 24, R. 2; Orv. 25 ; Orv. 27, k. 1; Orv. 36, R. 3.— 
In acase of Hall v. Eve, heard by the Court of Appeal on 
the 20th inst., the question was raised whether a special 
replication is now admissible. The facts of the case were 
briefly these:—The plaintiff, by his statement of claim, 
claimed the specific performance of an agreement by the 
defendants (entered into with a person who had after- 
wards transferred his interest to the plaintiff) to grant a 
lease of a piece of land, with an option to the lessee 
to purchase. The plaintiff alleged that notice to 
exercise the option of purchase had been given to 
the defendants, and that they, notwithstanding, refused to 
execute @ conveyance to him. By their statement of 
defence the defendants said that the agreement 
contained certain stipulations on the part of the 
intended lessee, and provided that, on the breach 
of any of them, the defendants should be entitled 
to determine the agreement; that the intended 
lessee, or the plaintiff as his assignee, had broken 
the stipulations in question, and that the defendants had 
given notice to determine the agreement. The plaintiff 
delivered a reply by which he admitted some of the para- 
graphs of the statement of defence. He then went on to 

eny that any breach of the stipulations of the agreement 
had been committed by him or by his assignor, and more- 
over said that even if (which he did not admit, but denied) 
any breach had been committed, yet all the alleged breaches 
had been waived by the defendants under circumstances 
which he stated. The plaintiff further said that as to one 
of the alleged breaches his assignor had been induced to do 
the actsal'eged by the defendants to amount to a breach by 
reason of a misrepresentation made by thedefendants. The 
reply went on to admit other paragraphs in the statement 
of defence and to deny the truth of others, and it concluded 
by saying that the plaintiff joined issue with the defendants 
upon the statement of defence, except as to such of the 
allegations and statements therein as he had before admitted. 
With the reply the plaintiff also gave notice of trial. On 
the application of the defendants, Bacon, V.C., ordered the 
reply and the notice of trial to be set aside, giving the plain- 
tiff at the same time liberty to amend his statement of 
claim as he might be advised. The Vice-Chancellor was of 
opinion that the new matter introduced in the reply ought 
to have been introduced by amendment of the statement of 
claim, and that a reply ought to be confined to a 
simple joinder of issue. The Court of Appeal (James, L.J., 
and Baggallay and Bramwell, JJ.A.) reversed this decision. 
They said that, independently of the rules, it was the most 
logical and convenient course that the statement of claim 
should not, after the pattern of the old chancery pleading, 
anticipate the defences which the plaintiff might imagine 
thatthe defendant would raise, ak then, by way of what 
were called “charges,” proceed to answer them. The 
natural and proper course was for the plaintiff to state his 
own case and the relief which he songht, and then in his re- 
ply, if he intended to confess and avoid what the defendants 
had stated by way of defence, to state the facts on which 
he relied, and the court said that both the rules and the 
forms in appendix ©. showed that this was the course 
which was intended to be pursued. R. 2 of ord. 19 left 








a 
the reply as much at large as a statement of claim gp, 
statement of defence. The only limitation was that 
tained in ord. 27, r. 1, that the pleading must not cons 


irrelevant or scandalous matter, or anything tendi th 


prejudice, embarrass, or delay the fair trial of the : 
The provision of r. 2 of ord. 24 that ‘no pleading subsequent 
to reply, other than a joinder of issue, shall be pleadg 


without leave of the court or a judge,” clearly implied tha 
| the reply might contain statements which might render jt 


necessary that there should be scme subsequent pl 
other than a simple joinder of issue. And the forms of 
given in appendix C. contained several examples of 
replication. The circumstance that one only of those forms 


(No. 9) was followed by a note that ‘‘ the facts statedin — 


this reply should, in general, be introduced by amendmen 
into the statement of claim,” justified the conclusion tha 
the note was intended to apply only to @ case which—ag 
indeed, an examination of the reply showed—was of ay 
special nature. But in all cases in which the plaintif 
desired to confess and avoid the defence, his proper cours 
was to do so by his reply. 





Parintinc AFripavits— Lone ScoepuLe—Orp, 31, x, 7, 


—On the 2 Oth inst., Rawlins asked for the direction of © 


Vice-Chancel Jor Hall under the following circumstances; 
—In Webb v. Bomford an affidavit containing twenty-five 
folios had been made in answer to interrogatories, The 
schedule to the affidavit contained nearly 200 folios, and 
would cost £18 to print. The Record and Writ Clerks 
had declined to file the affidavit unless it and the schedule 
were printed, having regard to ord. 31, rr. 7, 7a. The 
Vice-Chancellor said the schedule might have been madean 
exhibit, and, as that had not been done, the Record and 
Writ Clerks were right in acting strictly according to the 
rule. But he had power to dispense with the printing, and 
in this case he would allow both affidavit and schedule 
to be filed in writing. 


SEcuRED CREDITOR—VALUATION oF SECURITY—RIGHTS 
or Truste—E—Bankrvrtcy RuuEs, 1870, R. 272.—A ques 
tion as to the rights of a trustee under a liquidation against 
a secured creditor who has assessed the value of his s 
was raised before the Chief Judge on the 18th inst., in a case 
of Re Bond. A liquidating debtor had executed a legal 
mortgage of certain real estate to one Hazard for £4,200. 
There were subsequent mortgages to Harris for £800, and 
to Diver for £500, but after the liquidation there was a 
dispute between Harris and Diver which of them was en- 
titled to priority, the property being insufficient to pay 
them both in full. Harris proved in the liquidation for 
£800, stating in his proof that, in case it should turn ont 
that Diver was entitled to priority over him, he valued his 
security at £70, but that, in case it should turn ont that 
he was entitled to priority over Diver, he valued his 
security at a larger sum. The trustee offered to pay 
Harris the £70 at which he valued his security, and Harris 
accepted this sum, and transferred his security to the 
trustee, and he afterwards received dividends out of the 
estate on the amount of his debt, less the £70. The first 
mortgagee sold the property, and bad a surplus in his 
hands after paying his own debt, and he handed over £300, 
part of that surplus, to Diver. Diver had not proved in 
the liqnidation. He and Harris had, in fact, come to an 
agreement that the £300 should be equally divided be- 
tween them, and that Harris, in consideration of that, 
should abandon his claim to priority over Diver. The 
money was not paid until after the trustee had paid Harris 
the value of his security. The trustee afterwards applied 
to the court to declare that he, as standing in the place of 
Harris, was entitled to priority over Diver, and for an 
order that Diver and Harris should respectively pay t 
him the £150 which they had respectively received. 
£150 was claimed from Harris under r. 272, which pro- 
vides that, in cases of liquidation by arrangement, & 
secured creditor proving ‘‘shall be bound to pay over to 
the trustee the amount which his security shall produce 
beyond the amount of such assessed value, and the trustee 
shall be entitled, at any time before realization of such 
security by the creditor, to redeem the same upon payment 
of such assessed value,” and the decision of the Chief Judge 
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$n Re Palethorpe (23 W. BR. 681, L. R. 20 Eq. 273) was re- 
jedupon- On the factsin Re Bond the Chief Judge held 
iat Diver was entitled to priority over Harris. And he 

ged farther that Harris could not be called on to re- 
the £150 which he had received from Diver, inasmuch 

gs that sum did not form any part of the debtor’s estate. 















eed {Harris had not got it, Diver would have been entitled to 
die retain it, it being infact part of the sum which he was 
der aatitled under his security to charge against the mortgaged 
it rty. R. 272 did not apply, inasmuch as it was in- 
f eoted to deal only with a sum which, if it did not belong 
othe proving creditor, belonged to the debtor’s estate. 
ormg Inghort, the rule did not apply to money received by the 
ted in ¢reditor from a collateral source, 
Ament 














General CarresponvVernce. 





Costs oF Sortciror’s Lerrer BEFORE AcTion. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Referring to the report of the Irish Law Society in 

your last impression, in an old note-book of a deceased 

dative, a solicitor, dated (say) 1831, I finda slip cut from 
some newspaper, which I copy. 

“ATTORNEY'S CHARGES.—It has recently been decided by 
lord Tenterden that an attorney who writes for payment of 
a debt is entitled to charge the debtor for the letter and all 
necessary attendances, although no process has been issued. 
His judgment was founded on the policy and principle of re- 
taining the present practice for the purpose of encouraging 
attorneys in making applications for payment before action 
was brought.” 

Can any diligent student find the 

Manchester, Dec. 19. 


[The case referred to is probably Morrison v. Summers 
(1 Dow. P. C. 325, 1 B. & Ad. 559). But on this subjec 6 
see Holman v. Stephens (6 Jur. N. S. 124).—Ep. 8.J.| 
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judgment referred to ? 
A. L. 
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SIR CHARLES ROBERT TURNER. 


Sir Charles Robert Turner, Knight, many years one of 
the masters of the Court of Queen’s Bench, died at his 
residence, 17, Chester-terrace, Regent’s-park, on the 13th 
inst. in his eighty-seventh year. The deceased was the 
fifth son of the Rev. Richard Turner, Incumbent of Great 
Yarmouth, and he was an elder brother of the late Lord 
Justice Sir George Turner. He was born in 1789, and was 
admitted a solicitor at an early age, and carried on business 
for several years in London-street, Fenchurch-street. He 
afterwards relinquished his practice and entered at the Inner 
Temple, Where he was called to the bar in Michaelmas 
Term, 1829. He joined the Home Circuit and the Essex 
and Hertfordshire Sessions, and he was soon successful in 
ner business, having the reputation of a sound and 
accurate lawyer. In 1839 he was appointed by Lord Den- 
man to be one of the masters of the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
m which capacity his experience in both branches of the 

sion proved to be of great value. In 1865, ou the 
death of Sir Archer Croft, he became the senior master of 
the court, and in 1870, after thirty-one years of official 
¢, he retired on a pension, and he shortly afterwards re- 
ceived the honour of knighthood, in consideration of his 
tong. and valuable services. Sir C. Turner was Vice- 
resident of the Royal Botanical Society, and a director of 
Law Fire and the Law Life Insurance Companies. He 
Was married to a daughter of Mr. Charles Savile Onley, 
Yormerly M.P. for Norwich. 


MR. JOHN EDWARD DALTON. 


Mr, John Edward Dalton, solicitor, died at his residence, 
London-road, Leicester, on the 7th inst., at the age of 
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a solicitor in 1834, and had ever since that time practised 

at Leicester. He was formerly in partnership with the late 

Mr. Halford Adcock, and more recently Mr. William 

Llewellyn Salusbury had been associated with him. He 

had a large private practice, and was highly respected 

in the borough. Mr. Dalton was a man of retiring and 

unobtrusive disposition, and of very studious habits. He 
was a man of great liberality, and had been for many 
years honorary secretary to the Leicester Church Building 
Society. He had been for some time out of health, but 
he was thought to be getting better, and his death was. 
— Mr. Dalton was buried in Scraptoft Church- 
yard. 





MR. BENJAMIN DIXON. 


Mr. Benjamin Dixon, solicitor, died at his residence 
at Pledwick, near Wakefield, on the 6th inst., in his 
eighty-first year. Mr. Dixon was the youngest son of the 
Rev. Jeremiah Dixon, Incumbent of Woolley, and was born 
in 1796. Having served his articles with Messrs. Atkinson 
& Bolland, of Leeds, he was admitted a solicitor in 1818, 
and had practised for nearly sixty years in Wakefield. He 
was in partnership with the late Mr. Thomas Foljambe 
until the death of the latter in 1851. He was a com- 
missioner to administer oaths in the High Court, a perpetual 
commissioner for the West Riding, secretary to the Barnsley 
Canal Company, and clerk to the trustees of the Wakefield 
and Denby Dale Turnpike Roads. In 1826 he succeeded 
Mr, Foljambe in the office of deputy-clerk of the peace for 
Yorkshire, and deputy-sheriff for the West Riding, and he 
had on several occasions acted as election auditor for the 
county. He had been recently in partnership with his sons, 
Mr. John Henry Dixon, admitted in 1862, and Mr. 
William Vibart Dixon, admitted in 1873. The former was 
associated with his father-as deputy-clerk of the peace, 
and is also clerk to the visiting justices of the West 
Riding Lunatic Asylum. Mr. Dixon took a prominent 
part in charitable and religious projects, being treasurer 
to the local branch of the Church Missionary Socie 
and steward of the Wakefield Rural Deanery Cleri 
Charitable Society. His politics were Conservative, 
but he was popular with all parties in Wakefield, 
and a few years ago he was presented with a piece of 
plate by his fellow-solicitors in the town. He continued to 
take out his certificate, but had for several years left moat 
of the business of the firm to his sons. He was buried on 
the 9th inst. at the Wakefield Borough Cemetery. 


MR. RICHARD JOHNSON. 


Mr. Richard Johnson, solicitor, died at his residence, 
Thomas-street, Llanelly, on the 15th inst. Mr, Johnson 
was admitted a solicitor in 1858, and shortly afterwards 
commenced practice at Llanelly in partnership with the 
late Mr. Anthony Temple Tate; since the death of the 
latter he had carried on the business alone. Mr. Johnson 
was @ commissioner for oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature, and a perpetual commissioner for Carmarthen- 
shire, and about ten years ago he succeeded Mr. Frederick 
Lewis Brown in the offices of clerk to the Llanelly Local 
Board of Health and clerk to the county magistrates. 
He was also solicitor to the Second Llanelly Benefit Build- 
ing Society, and had a good private practice. Ata meet- 
ing of the Loeal Board of Health of Llanelly, held on the 
day after Mr. Johnson’s death, a resolution was unani- 
mously passed to record the high appreciation on the part 
of the Board of the ability, conscientiousness, and upright- 
ness with which the duties of the late clerk were performed, 
and the sorrow and regret of the members of the Board 
for the loss which they had experienced; and it was re- 
solved that a copy of the resolution should be forwarded 
to the family of Mr. Johnson. 








The examination for the law tripos at Cambridge com- 
menced on Monday, December 11, and concluded on 
Saturday last. There were forty-four candidates, four of 
them being Bachelors of Arts. For the degree of LL.M. 
eight Bachelors of Arts presented themselves for exami- 
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Appointurents, Ete. 


Mr. Cuarces Butock, solicitor, of Berkhampstead, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Senate of Deeds by Married Women for Hert- 
ordshire. 


Mr. Wiiu1am Rosert Crakk, solicitor, of Oldham and 
Middleton, has been appointed a Commissioner to admin- 
ister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in Eng- 
land. 


Mr. Henry Homewoop Crawrorp, solicitor (of the 
firm of Chorley & Crawford), of 48, Moorgate-street, has 
been elected Honorary Secretary and Treasurer to the Ex- 
Sheriffs’ Club, in succession to the late Mr. Alexander 
Crosley. Mr. Crawford was admitted a solicitorin 1872, 
and was Under-Sheriff of London and Middlesex during last 
year. 


Mr. Epcar A. Goste, solicitor, of Fareham and Titch- 
field, has been elected (without opposition) to be one of 
the Coroners for Hampshire, in the place of Mr. Edwin 
John Harvey, resigned. Mr. Goble was admitted a soli- 
citor in 1859. 


Mr. Craxton Witt1am Harte, solicitor, has been re- 
appointed Under-Sheriff of the Town and County of the 
Town of Newcastle-upon-Tyne for the current year. 


Mr. Witi1aM James Harris, solicitor, of Sittingbourne 
has been elected (after a poll) to be one of the Coroners for 
the County of Kent, in succession to Mr. Thomas Hills, de- 
ceased. Mr. Harris is clerk to the Sittingbourne Burial 
Board, and assistant-clerk to the county magistrates. 


Mr. Hueu Lewis, solicitor, of 24, Basinghall-street, and 
Woodford, has been appointed a Commissioner to admin- 
ister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in England. 


Mr. Gzorce Mackenzie Mackay, solicitor, of Shepton 
Mallet, has been elected Chairman of the Shepton Mallet 
Local Board of Health. Mr. Mackay was admitted a soli- 
citor in 1850, and is clerk to the trustees of the Shepton 
Mallet Turnpike Roads. 


Mr. Richarp Wricut MitttncToy, solicitor (of the 
firm of Simpson & Millington), of Boston, has been ap- 
pointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the Acknow- 
ledgments of Deeds by Married Women for Lincolnshire. 


Mr. Evan Morris, solicitor, of Wrexham, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the Lieutensncy of Flintshire, for the Sub- 
division of Maelor Hundred. Mr. Morris was admitted a 
solicitor in 1872, and is Conservative Registration Agent for 
Denbighshire. 


Mr. Jonn Naver, solicitor, of Shepton Mallet, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Shepton Mallet Local Board 
of Health. Mr. Nalder was admitted a solicitor in 1865. 


Mr. Frepericx STan.ey, solicitor, of No. 228, Austin- 
friars, E.C., has been elected a member of tue Conrt of 
Common Conncil of the city of London to represent the 
ward of Broad-street. 


Mr. Avan Tasse.1, solicitor, of Faversham and Sitting- 
bourne, has been appointed Registrar of the Sittingbourne 
County Court (Circuit No. 49), in succession to the late Mr. 
Thomas Hills, Mr. Tassell was recently elected clerk to 
the Faversham Board of Guardians. His father, Mr. 
James Tassell, is registrar of the Faversham County Court. 


Mr. Hewry Joun Wacker, solicitor, of Southampton, 
has been appointed Registrar of the Manchester District 
Registry of the High Court of Justice. Mr. Walker was 
admitted a solicitor in 1867, and was appointed registrar 
of the Southampton County Court in March, 1875, Savion 
previously been registrar of the Yarmouth County Court. 


Mr. Jonn WuiTsorye, solicitor, of 24, Basinghall-street 
and 32, Darnley-crescent, Hackney, has been appoi ted 
a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature in England. 





Heqal Pews. 


In the Common Pleas Division on Thursday last, 
the Daily News, a case was called on, which Groyg 
said seemed to him to involve a question of account, ' Hq, 
added that it was just such a case as should go to ths 
official referee. Mr. Kemp, for the plaintiff, said that the 
great difficulty of such a course was that when you went 
to the official referee there was no end of the case; 
might go from him to the House of Lords. Mr, Justigg 
Grove—Official referees were appointed with the sanotion 
of Parliament, but the difficulty was that no one wonl¢ 
go before them. Mr. Kemp—Because the system worked 
sobadly. Mr. Justice Grove—It might be argued that 
the decision of the referee should be final. A final refer. 
ence was all very well; but it was the worst thing that 
could happen to have a reference, and then that the 
losing party should have the opportunity to go further 
upon points. An agreement was come to that a juror 
should be withdrawn, and that the matter should be dig. 
posed of by a reference to arbitration. 


In the case of Arthur v. Freeman, tried at Guildhall 
before Grove, J., and a common jury on Friday week, Mrs, 
Arthur, the widow of a physician, sued, says the Times, 
for some alleged fraudulent and wrongful acts of the defend. 
ant while employed as her solicitor, and also for certain 
alleged negligence in the samecapacity. The plaintiff con- 
ducted her own ease ; the defendant was represented by Mr, 
Philbrick, Q.C. A considerable time was occupied the 
previous afternoon in — the plaintiff's statement, she 
being too unwell to open her case verbally, but this in 
itself was very confused, and threw little light upon the 
nature of her complaints. The court was in consequence 
occupied until four o’clock in attempting to arrive at some 
definite issue, and before rising his lordship remarked on 
the great difficulty of doing so, and strongly recommended 
Mrs. Arthur to employ counsel, in order that her case might. 
be presented in some intelligible form. This recommen 
tion, however, she did not act upon, and appeared in 
person again this morning. It was still found equally diffi- 
cult to ascertain the real nature of the complaints, or to 
confine the plaintiff to evideuce bearing on the allegations 
maade in her declaration. It seemed that she alleged the 
payment of certain money improperly by the defendant on 
her behalf, and also negligence and want of proper skill in 
conducting certain cases in the county court for her. There 
appeared, however, to be no evidence whatever in support 
of these charges, and they were categorically denied by 
the defendant. Mr. Philbrick, Q.C., said that, under the 
circumstances, he thought it unnecessary to address the jury, 
who immediately found a verdict for the defendant. 


It is stated that “the Lieutenant-Governor of Guernsey has 
just exercised the prerogative vested in him by the Crown 
of deporting a foreign resident from that islund and the 
islets which constitute the bailiwick of Guernsey. The 
individual in question is a Frenchman named De Fabey, who 
claims the title of colonel, and who has within the last few years 
established himself as conductor and printer of a weekly 
newspaper entitled Gazette des Isles de la Manche. A few 
months ago, on the death of Mr. Clucas, presiding judge of 
the court of Alderney, which is in the bailiwick of Guernsey, 
that paper, in what purported to be a biographical notice of 
Mr. Clucas, made an attack on his personal and judicial 
character. Not content with this, the writer expressed a 
hope that he might be permitted to write a memcir of the 
widow of the deceased judge, premising that he would say 
anything but soft things of her when she died. For this s 
criminal information was filed against De Fabey as printer 
and publisher, and the result was that the Royal Court of 
Guernsey sentenced him to pay a fine of £200 to the Crown, 
and awarded damages to the same amount to Mrs. Olucas, 
with costs. Failing means to pay either sum, the defend-- 
ant was committed to prison, where he atill remains. 
Daring the time of his incarceration his paper contained 
an article reflecting on the moral conduct of the first 
law officer of the Crown in Guernsey (the Queen's Pro- 
curenr) ; and we now find that the Lientenant- 

has intimated to the prisoner that he will be released from 
custody on the 15th of January, 1877, but that upon his 
liberation he must forthwith remove himself the: 





limits of the bailiwick. In the meantime Mrs. Clucas has 
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arrested De Fabey’s printing plant and other chattels for 
the recovery of the damages awarded to her, and the arrest 
has been confirmed by the Guernsey court. It was a 

ilar case of exercise of prerogative some years ago on 


the part of Sir William 7. P. Napier, when Lieutenant- 


Governor of Guernsey, which led to a conflict of authority 
between the civil and military executive, when her Majesty 
in Council ruled that the latter had power to expel 
foreigners from the island without any intervening process 
in the civil or Criminal courts.” 


The Pall Mali Gazette, with reference to Lord Redesdale’s 
promotion to an earldom, says:—‘‘ Though an earldom is the 
most ancient of English titles of nobility, the senior existing 
earldom of England not merged in a higher title dates only 
from the reign of Henry VI.; and Lord Shrewsbury has a 

ence of forty-three years over Lord Derby, the second 

earl on the roll of peers, whose ancestor was raised to the 
rank which his descendant now enjoys by Henry VII. The 
third earldom, Huntingdon, was created by Henry VIII. ; 
the fourth, Pembroke, by the Government of Edward VI.; 
the fifth, Devon, by Queen Mary ; the next three—Snffolk, 
Denbigh, and Westmoreland—by James I.; the next four— 
Lindsey, Stamford, Winchilsea, and Chesterfield—by 
Charles I.; the next seven—Sandwich, Essex, Carlisle, 
Doncaster (the title by which the Duke of Buccleuch 
sits in the House), Shaftesbury, Berkeley, and Abing- 
don—by Charles II.; the next four—Scarborough, 
Albemarle, Coventry, and Jersey—by William III. ; while 
the last surviving earldom in the peerage of England, not 
in a higher title, is that of Poulett, which dates 

from the reign of Queen Anne. The remaining earls in the 
House of Lords are, of course, either ‘of Great Britain’ 
or ‘the United Kingdom,’ or representative peers for 
Scotland or Ireland. Several dukes and rn how- 
ever, hold earldoms of early creation. Thus, the Duke of 


Norfolk is Earl of Arundel, and premier earl, the Duke of 
Beaufort is Earl of Worcester (1514), and the Duke of 
Rutland is descended from Thomas Manners, thirteenth 
Lord De Ros, created Earl of Rutland in 1525. This peer, 
ere, made a pun in dog Latin about his creation, 
r) 


rving to Sir Thomas More, Lord Chancellor, ‘ Honores 
mutant Mores.’ ‘Nay, by your leave, my lord,’ replied 
More, ‘the pun is better in English—Honours change 
Manners,’ The English earldoms now in existence, and 
dating back from the fifteenth century, appear to be 
but three in number, while those dating from the 
sixteenth century may be counted on one’s fingers. 
Indeed, though the aristocracy of birth in this country 
is both ancient and illustrious, the titles borne by its 
members are nearly all of modernorigin. The oldest barony, 
that of De Ros, dates from 1264, the forty-ninth of 
Henry III., though the Irish barony of Kingsale was created 
by Henry Il. in 1181. But hardly a score of baronies can 
boast an older origin than the reign of James I., the first 
of our princes who seems to have bestowed honours with a 
prodigal, not to say a reckless, hand. Yet long before his 
time ‘the commonalty murmured that there never were so 
Many gentlemen or so little gentleness.’ Meanwhile, it 
is satisfactory to know that, in spite of pretty numerous 
creations in late years, the peerage at the present day prob- 
ably bears a smaller proportion to the number of the 
Queen’s subjects than in any former reign. In William 
IIl.’s time the House of Lords counted little less than 
peers to a population of some 5,000,000. It now 
counts about 560 lords temporal to a population for 
land alone of about 24,000,000. The earls are less 

@ third of the Upper House nd rarely, indeed, 

is the title attained by any one who has begun life 
88 4 commoner. Since the Revolution, however, three Prime 
ters have crowned their careers by the acceptance of 
earldoms. History, neverthless, has obstinately refused 
to change Walpole’s name into Orford, though the 
elder Pitt is frequently known as Chatham. Earldoms won 
by lawyers during the same Lage have been more numerous, 
as the titles borne by Lords Aylesford, Cowper, Maccles- 
field, Hardwicke, Mansfield, Eldon, and Cottenham bear 
witness. Lord Aylesford was himself the son of a Chancel- 
lor and an earl (of Nottingham). eld was a son of 
> Anaad ae Sueno. The rise of te feet Boat 

@ is perhaps the most extraordinary in our 

annals, Philip Yorke, the son of ‘a solicitor “tT eapeethiifeg 
at Dover,’ was called to the bar in 1716, at the age of 
twenty-four, and in 1720 was made Solicitor-General. Four 





ears later he became Attorney-General, and in 1733, before 

e had completed the forty-third year of his age, Lord Chief 
Justice of England and a peer of the realm as Lord Hard- 
wicke. A little more than three yeers placed him on the- 
woolsack, where he sat comfortably for some nineteen years, 
being further raised during his tenure of office to an earldom. 
lt must be remembered, too, that the office of Chancellor 
meant a good deal more in those days than at present; both 
the power and patronage enjoyed by the Keeper of the Great 
Seal were greater, while the authority of the First Lord of 
the Treasury was not so great.’ 





————— 


Sucieties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society, held at the Law Institu- 
tion on Tuesday last, Mr. Eady, LL.B., in the chair, 
several notices of motion were given by the secretary for 
the first meeting in January, and amongst them one pro- 
posing to allow any solicitors or any articled clerks of 
solicitors, clerks who have been articled to solicitors, bar- 
risters or students of any of the Inns of Court or any of 
the universities, to enter the rolls of the society. This 
proposal is made with the approbation of the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society, and, of course, will (if 
carried) give the society a far wider range than it has 
hitherto had, as up to the present time all members have- 
been required to be in some way connected with the In- 
corporated Law Society. The society then proceeded to 
the discussion of the question on the paper—‘‘ Is Spirit- 
ualism a subject worthy of serious consideration?” Mr. 
Gordon opened the debate in the affirmative, which side 
found several active supporters, amongst others Mr. 
Munton. After a debate extending to late hour, Mr, 
Gordon replied, and the president put the question, which, 
the members being equal, was decided in the negative by 
the casting vote of the chairman. ‘ 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clements’-inn 
Hall on Wednesday evening, December 20, Mr. Jesse 
Thomas Harris, solicitor, in the chair. This meeting was 
the annual meeting of the society. The respective officers 
presented their reports, which showed the condition of the 
society to be highly satisfactory. Subsequently the officers 
for the ensuring'session were elected. Mr. J. S. Rubenstein 
was re-elected for the second time as secretary, Mr. W. 
Shirley Shirley was elected as treasurer, Mr. W. Dowson 
as secretary for societies in union, and Mr, B. Dean as 
secretary of the legal correspondence department ; Mr. 
E. C. Rawlings was re-elected as secretary of the general 
correspondence department ; Mr. E. H. Quick was elected 
as reporter ; Messrs. J. T. Davies (re-elected), P. Thorn- 
ton, and W. C. Owen, were elected on the committee ; and 
Messrs. H. Lewis, Arnold, and C. E. Beal, auditors. 


PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND DEVON- 
PORT LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


The last meeting of this society was held at the 
Athenzoum, Plymouth, on the 15th inst. (J. Shelly, Esq., in 
the chair), the attendance of members being larger than at 
avy previous meeting. The advisability of having a mock 
trial was discussed, and after the president had explained 
the manner in which these trials aad been conducted in: 
other societies, it was resolved that one should be held at 
the first meeting in February next. The chairman then 
read the rules aa settled at a special meoting held on the 
8th inst., and after a long discussion and their alteration 
in one or two particulars the same were passed. The moot 
point for the evening was then discussed, ‘‘ Where A., an 
executor, asks a banker to pay him money for the pur- 
pose of discharging a debt of the testator, and the banker 
pays the money, will such money be constraed to be paid 
to A, in his capacity of executor?” In the affirmative 
Mr. Guy and Mr. Graves; in the negative, Mr. E. F. Fox. 
After the last tleman had and before the 
seoonder (Mr. Helpman) had been called upon, it was- 
moved, seconded, and resolved to adjourn the meeting. 
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THE GERMAN JUDICATURE BILLS. 


‘Tux Berlin correspondent of the Times writes :—‘‘Of the 


many important measures proposed during the last few 
years by the German Government none is of greater con- 
sequence than the Bill, or rather the group of Bills, for 
the reform of the judicature. Judicial proceedings being 
differently conducted in the various States, though perfect 
in none, the new Bill offered one of those promising op- 
portunities eagerly seized by the existing Government of 
strengthening unity while promoting reform, As in many 
preceding cases, it was clear that if the Liberals could be 


-gatisfied by the propositions made, the minor Governments, 


what with the pressure of public opinion and the demands 
of the Chancellerie, would be forced to yield. Accordingly, 
@ few years ago, the preliminary consent of Parliament 
was obtained, and a commission appointed for preparing 
the necessary drafts. Long and laborious was the process. 
After the lapse of many months, the drafts were submitted 
to the Federal Council, and, being published immediately, 
became a fertile theme of discussion, both for the supreme 
administrative authority and the public at large. Innu- 
merable were the articles written by the editors of all 
shades, innumerable the discussions held by political and 
lawyers’ societies and clubs. This practice of preliminary 
sifting h»ving recently been adopted in the case of many 
other Bills, and always with marked success, it was hoped 
that, when the whole nation, so to say, had been formed 
into a Parliament to deliberateupon the great reform, some 
‘good result must ensue. At last everything was ready, and 
the measure submitted to the Reichstag. This occurred a 
year ago, when, conforming to the accurate habits of the 
country, the Reichstag appointed a special committee to sit 
during the session and recess, and prepare the Bills 
for the last stage. From the magnitude of the 
work and the technical details involved, it was under- 
stood that the decisions of the committee would be 
final, and that the House, though reserving its con. 
stitutional privilege, would practically be guided by the 
votes of the smaller and more select body. Government 
recognized the judiciousness of the proceeding, and by con- 
stant intercourse with the permanent committee, endeavoured 
to facilitate their task ; so that, when the report of the 
committee was laid upon the table a few weeks ago, every- 
body hoped to see the momentous improvement realized 
without loss of time. 

“‘ But these expectations proved too sanguine. It soon be- 
came apparent that difficulties which had arisen in an 
earlier stage of the work were more serious than had been 
anticipated. A tolerable agreement, indeed, had been 
effected between Government and committee upon the many 
moot questions connected with the organization of the courts, 
the appointment of the judges, and the new rules for con- 
ducting judicial proceedings. But there were other than 
mere legal detuils to be considered, and it was upon these 
graver questions that Government and Parliament found it 
difficult to come to an understanding. Those acquainted 
with the spirit in which the new administrative arrange- 
ments for Prussia were conceived by the Berlin Government 
—atrangements eventually ratified in a different form by 
Parliament—can easily imagine the nature of the difference. 
Though making some moderate concessions to the inde- 
pendent bias of the age, Government did not think fit to 
endorse the more important demands of the Liberal party. 
It is tree what they offered was something worth having, 
yet it was not all the Liberals were determined to have, nor 
all the nation thought they had a right to claim. In a 
word, Government refused sundry weighty guarantees of the 
publie liberties which the people were anxious to obtain 
through the new laws. 

“Leaving minor matters out of the qnestion, the contro- 
versy turns upon the following points :—Parliament insists 
upon having press offences tried before a jury, instead of 
professional judges. It cannot be denied that the Prussian 
Government and thoseother members of the Federal Council 
opposed to the plan have something to say on their side. 
The jary, in the present critical juncture, is probably an 
institution of questionable efficiency in the case of Ultra- 
montane editors residing in Ultramontane districts ; and 
though the politico-religious quarrel has fortunately abated 
of Jate, there ia no telling how soon it may revive. Still, 
as the decisions of learned judges have failed to give uni- 
form satisfaction in times of political excitement where 





Liberal editors and politicians were concerned, the public 
are pretty generally in favour of trying the jury after the 
experience they have had of the courts. This partiali 
for jurymen in political offences is not a little fer 
by the three Southern States actually enjoying the privilege 
now demanded for the whole country. If, it is u 
Bavaria, Wiirtemburg, and Baden have managed to keep the 
press in order by means of popular verdicts, there can be 
no reason why Prussia and the North generally should in. 
sist upon retaining a less liberal inetitution for them- 
selves and extending it to the South. The other points 
of the controversy are equally grave. Now, as before, 
the public prosecutor, though a mere administrative 
officer at the beck and call of the Cabinet, is to possess 
the exclusive privilege of lodging a criminal c 
Now, as before, no Government employe is to be sued for 
abuse of power, unless the question whether such abuse 
has been committed is answered in the affirmative bya 


special court, to which the matter must be referred before 


proceedings can be taken. Now, as beiore, editors and 
all persons connected with newspapers shall be liable 
to be subpenaed if they refuse to give evidence as to the 
authors of articles which have appeared in their papers, 
Now, as before, the Government shall have the right to 
appoint assistant-judges in the lower courts, to act only 
for a time, subject to recall or re-appointment to aa 
inferior position, as the case may be. Now, as before, 
the public prosecutor and court shall be entitled to order 
the seizure by the post-office authorities, not only ofa 
single letter suspected of containing criminal matter, but 
of all letters in the handwriting of certain suspected 
persons. The mere perusal of this catalogue will suffice 
to show the politics of the Government who refuse and of 
the large majority in and out of Parliament who demand, 

“Tf I tell you that in an assembly containing about 400 
members no more than fifty have voted for the Government, 
and that the Government still refuses to be guided by the 
vote of the House, you will admit that, whatever the liber- 
ties of modern Germany may be, constitutional government, 
in the sense attributed to the term im England, is not one of 
them. ‘The course pursued by the Government is the more 
striking, as the House thus treated has supported the 
general policy of the Government for a period of three years, 
and sometimes in trying circumstances. The only comfort 
is that the institutions which allow Government to ignore 
the decisions of the House render it feasible, and, indeed, 
customary, for the House to disoblige Government whenever 
they think it indispensable to do so. In the present in- 
stance, if the Prussian influence in the Federal Council is 
not exercised on behalf of the Liberal cause, the Prussian 
Government will have to dispense with the equalization of 
the judicature, which would have formed so strong and solid 
a band round the loose members of the German body politis. 
If the Chancellor thinks it too venturesome to place the 
press under popular control and to leave it for the courts 
alone to decide whether a crime is to be prosecuted or not, 
he will have to abandon the hope of a supreme tribunal for 
all Germany and a uniform administration of justice ia 
Prussia and the minor States. An ulterior consequence 
be that the coming elections will be more clearly Liberal 
than might otherwise have been the case. 

“There is no one who doubts that for the people to 
secure the enactment of the coveted measures is at the 
worst a question of a few years. Looking back at the 
strides liberty has made during the last thirty years in 
this country, it is evident that public opinion, sustained 
by the culture and independence of a fast developing race, 
and coupled with the necessities of unity and foreign 
politics, will be potent enough to obtain the reasonable 
demands that are likely to unite a majority in their favour. 
Until then the people seem quite content to wait. Exist- 
ing arrangements, even where they are wrong in principle, 
upon the whole work too well to create any violent discon- 
tent. It is for this reason that the Government can aff 
to brave public opinion; it is for the same reason, t00, 
that people and Parliament think they can take matters 
coolly, Though Parliament is seriously disappointed, the 
feeling awakened is considerably mitigated by the reflec- 
tion that its adversaries are engaged in an impossible 
antagonism.” 

In subsequent letters the correspondent states that, the 
National Liberals having determined to withdraw the 
that all press offences shall bo tried before a jary, the 
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other principal points of difference have been conceded by 
the Government. He adds :—‘‘ The compromise about the 
Judicature Bill is severely criticized by a consider- 
The more advanced 
pers strongly inveigh against the moderate Liberals, 
whom they charge with betraying their own principles ; 
gnd, as the like opinion is pretty openly avowed by not a 
few journals ordinarily supporting the Ministerial majority, 
it is anticipated that the moderates will lose a number of 
seats in the coming election, and that the tone of the next 
House will be more hostile. A peculiar feature of 
the business is the prevailing conviction that the 
Government would have yielded had the leaders of 
the moderate Liberals been sufficiently independent and 
judicious to hold out a few days longer. Yet it would 
be erroneous to assume that they have yielded without the 
Government making some valuable concessions. In the 
first place, though press offences in the greater part of 
Germany will continue to be tried by learned judges, the 
three Southern States retain the jury for all derelictions 
committed with the assistance of pen and ink. Again, the 
Administrative Board, whose consent has been hitherto 
required before an official could be prosecuted for abuse of 
power, is abolished, and the preliminary decision, as well as 
the trial of the culprit, left to independent judges. The 
public prosecutor, too, is divested of his exclusive 
privilege, the. public being allowed to appeal to the 
bench if a criminal charge is dropped by the prosecu- 
tor. In return for these concessions, the Liberals 
allow the Government to retain the much-prized right 
of sudpenaing editors and appointing assistant-judges 
toserve fora time in courts where there is a press of 
business. They also leave lawyers under the control of 
the Government, and they renounce the absolute demand 
of damages for false imprisonment. It will be seen from 
this that the concessions exacted, if not as great as those 
made, are yet important, and that the bargain the moderate 
Liberals have struck is not altogether unprofitable. But 
the German public are reluctant to treat questions of 
domestic reform on the principle of give and take; they 
dislike the practice of renouncing claims which they think 
they have a moral right to demand, and they regard the 
opposite tactics of the Liberal leaders as questionably wise 
and undoubtedly weak. If the public mind was not en- 
grossed by the unprecedented stagnation of trade and by 
foreign anxieties, the language of the independent Liberal 
journals would probably be even stronger than it is.” 








JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 


Mr. F. J. Ketxy writes to the Times as follows:—*“ Your 
columns are always open to the ventilation of crying abuses. 
Let me now bring before you an instance of what in my 
present frame of mind I am disposed to look upon as a 

eater abuse than ordinary—Judges’ Chambers. It is rare 
indeed that solicitors personally venture into that den. 
Their clients’ interests are left to be dealt with there by the 
office boy, or by a junior clerk, if he will consent to go. Is 
this to be wondered at? See to what solicitors who do go 
are exposed. : 

“T had a summons this morning which I determined upon 
attending myself. My opponent found, I waited in the outer 
room until the master’s door was opened; a bear-fight ensued 
instantly to which the struggle at the pit door of a Surrey 
theatre is as nothing, and in the midst of this I found myself 
carried in before the master. I soon found the bear-fight 
had to be maintained in order to keep anywhere within reach 
of the table at which the master sits, but at last I thought 
my end had been obtained, as the master had taken from my 
hand the summons, Oh, no! behold the self-styled ‘ higher 
branch of the profession *—viz., counsel—enter, aud a mem- 
ber thereof, whose pushing qualities appeared to greater 
advantage than did his knowledge of politeness, proceeded to 
place his summons over my unlucky ditto, and I find myself 
at once postponed until the requirements of such members of 
the bar as choose to attend chambers are satisfied. 

“I will venture to say that not one counsel there to-day 
got less than £2 2s. for that attendance. I am entitled to 
charge my client 6s, 8d. when I get the summons disposed 
of, and this may entail several attendances similar to to-day’s. 

‘The latter lasted over two hours. 





“ Now I will not attempt to suggest any alterations in the 
general management of the chamber business (though I 
can point to the contrast to be seen in the Chancery Divi- 
sion), except by making this inquiry, Is the privilege 
accorded to counsel fair and right to solicitors when care 
ried out to this extent? I say emphatically ‘No,’ and I 
will add that half the questions on which counsel now 
appear could better be argued by solicitors of average 
ability. They will not, however, attend chambers 
if, after they have waited, perhaps, an hour, they are 
at once to be thrust aside for the convenience of fresh 
arrivals. 

“Let solicitors personally, not by their clerks, and 
counsel stand upon the same footing, and we shall soon 
see fewer counsel and more solicitors at chambers, and 
our clients will be the gainers, inasmuch as the actions in 
which they are concerned will soon be brought to a 
speedier and less costly result.” 

Upon this “A _ Barrister’? rejoins:—‘* The letter 
addressed to you by Mr. Kelly is wholly unobjectionable 
from a barrister’s point of view, so far as his complaints 
of the crush and hurry of Judges’ Chambers are concerned. 
But when he attacks the bar, complains of the precedence 
accorded to counsel, and suggests that their attendance 
might be dispensed with advantageously, he shows a want 
of familiarity with practice at Judges’ Chambers, and 
with the ideas of solicitors in large common law practice. 
A time is fixed by both judge and masters when 
summonses in which counsel appear are taken. That is 
the arra ngement which alone gives counsel precedence. 

‘*It is beyond all doubt the opinion of the large body of 
solicitors that it is expedient that counsel should be taken 
to chambers, but if Mr. Kelly is of a different mind there 
is no possible obstacle to his practising personally in 
chambers, and he will find it a matter of little or no 
difficulty to get before the master if he goes at a 
time which is not fixed for the hearing of counsel’s 
summonses. F 

“T hope the alleged rudeness of a single member of 
the bar will not be taken as a fair specimen of the 
demeanour of counsei at Judges’ Chambers. My experi- 
ence is quite the other way, and only so much persistency 
is used as the exigency of business demands.” 
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DISTRICT REGISTRAR AT MANCHESTER. 


At the Court at Windsor, the 9th day of December, 1876, 
Present, the Queen’s most excellent Majesty in Council. 

Whereas by the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 
1873, it is enacted that it shall be lawful for her Majesty, 
by Order in Council, fromtjime to time to direct that there 
shall be district registrars in such places as shall be in such 
order mentioned for districts to be thereby defined, from 
which writs of summons for the commencement of actions in 
the High Court of Justice may be issued, and in which such 
proceedings may be taken and recorded as are hereinafter 
mentioned ; and her Majesty may thereby appoint that any 
registrar of any county court, or any registrar or. pro- 
thonotary or district prothonotary of auy local court whose 
jurisdiction is hereby transferred to the said High Court of 
Justice, or from which an appeal is hereby given to the said 
Court of Appeal, or any person who, having been a district 
registrar of the Court of Probate, or of the Admiralty Court, 
shall under this Act become and be a district registrar of 
the said High Court of Justice, or who shall hereafter be 
appointed such district registrar, shall and may be a district 
registrar of the said High Court for the purpose of issuing 
such writs as aforesaid, and having such proceedings taken 
before him as are hereinafter mentioned : 

And whereas her Majesty, by and with the advice of her 
Privy Council, did, on the 12th day of August, i875, order 
that there should be district registrars in certain places in 
England; 

And whereas by the said order it was ordered that there 
should be a district registrar at Manchester, and the district 
protho notary at Manchester of the Court of Common Pleas 
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at Lancaster was thereby appointed the district registrar at 


Manchester : 


And whereas by the death of the 
of the said Order in Council held the office of district pro- 
thonotary at Manchester of the said Court of Common Pleas, 
a vacancy has occurred in the said office, and such office 
being considered unnecessary, the Lord Chancellor, with the 
concurrence of the Treasury, and in pursuance of the power 
or authority in that behalf vested in him by the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Act, 1873, has abolished the same: 

And whereas it seemeth fit to her Majesty, by and with the 
advice of her Privy Council, that further provision for the 
appointment of a district registrar at Manchester should be 


made : 


@: 

Now, therefore, her Majesty, by and with the advice of 
her Privy Council, is pleased to order, anditis hereby ordered, 
that Henry John Walker, the present registrar of the 
County Court of Hampshire holden at Southampton, shall 
be and is hereby appointed district registrar at Manchester 
for the district ordered to be the district for Manchester by 
the said Order in Council of the 12th day of August, 1875. 


rson who at the date 


C. L. Peet. 








Zaw Students’ Sournatl. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Final EXAMINATION. 
Names of gentlemen who passed the final examination in 


November, 1876 :— 


Adams, Arthur Elford 
Banks, Edward Chas. 
Banyard, Henry Hill 
Barfield, John 
Feinagle 
Barkes, Thos. Sharer 
Baskett, Saml. Russell 
Betts, Arthur Ashton 
Boddy, A. L. 
Bordman, ‘Thomas Josh. 
Clarence Linden 
Botfield, Alfred Stanton Gar- 
nett, B.A. 
BramalJ, Arthur Mellor 
Brett, Wm. Henry 
Broughton, Frederick Wm. 
Barden, Henry Chas. 
Carthew, George Henry 
Castle, Adam Cottam 
Chamberlayne, Arthur Robert 
Chambers, William Edward 
Charter, Harry Cornelius 
Montague Milward 
Clayton, John Fras. White- 
lock 


Charles 


Clifton, Wm., jun. 

Collens, Wm. James 

Collings, Patrick 

Cook, Herbert Hatt 

Coombe, John Newton 

Cooper, Ernest Edwin 

Crawley, Frederick George 
Bythesea 

Dalton, Chas. Blomfield 

Davies, Benjn. Griffith 

oe ge Chas. ~~ 
igby, Algernon, B.A, 

Dimsdale, C. W. 

Dodgson, William Braiti- 
waite 

Dowding, Wm. Drummond, 
B.A. 


Edwardes, Thos. Lloyd, B.A. 
Kicke, John Heyrick 


Fletcher, Keddy Ray, B.A. 
Franks, Hy. Edmund 
Frape, Hy. David 

Frere, Alfred Vansittart 
Gardiner, Thomas Henry 
Garrod, John Plowman 
Gibson, Wm. Revely 
Gilbertson, Richard Derne, 


A. 
Goodman, Alfred 
Green, Francis, jun. 
Hallett, Norton 
Hughes 
Harker, Thos. Parkinson 
Hartley, James Richard 
Haslewood, Roger Fredk. 
Hayward, John 
Hebb, Wm. Harland 
Hellyer, Robert Edgcombe 
Hewitt, Milward 
Holland, Fredk. Catesby 
Howell, Albert James 
Howlett, Charles Edgar 
Hunter, Robert Lewin, B.A. 
Huntley, Errington 
Jackson, George 
Jackson, Vincent Hamilton 
Jennings, Frank Alfred 
McGregor 
Jerdein, Ernest 
Jones, Henry Festing, B.A. 
Jones, William Wilding 
Kershaw, Edwin Montague 
Kidson, Wm. Alexander 
Lawton, Jas. Goolden 
Leak, Oliver 
Le Brasseur, Robt. Emmanuel 
Leslie, John Edward Cran- 
ston 
Littlewood, William Brodie 


Gurney 
McMaster, Frank Sheldon 
Main, Edmund Lee, B.A. 
Mann, Fredk. John 
Martin, Arthur 
Metcalfe, Arthur Tom 
Metcalfe, Frederick Kynaston 
Mills, Arthur Walter 
Morgan, James 
Morris, Arthur 


Joseph 


Mosely, Gerard 

Norris, John Buckley, B.A. 

Ommann ey, Chas. Hy. 

Ord, Edward 

Page, Thos. Edmund 

Pain, Wm, Percy 

Parry, John William 

Parry, Robert Ivor 

Pattisson, Walter Badeley 

Pennington, Thos. Robt. 

Perry, Frederick 

Peto, Ernest Wm. 

Phillips, Edward Wm. 

Poole, Walter Joseph Rus- 
combe 

Powell, George 

Pride, Walter Henry 

Pritchard, Wm. Burchell 

Proud, John Thomas 

Ratcliffe, Jonathan 

Reed, Eugene Ernest Baron 

Reveley, Thos. 


Slade, Jas. Robt. 

Sladen, Randueph Main. 
waring 

Smith, Alfred John 

Smith, Walter Edward 

Smith, Wyndham 

Stead, Holmes 

Stretton, Charles 

Sutcliffe, Henry 

Sutthery, Frank Pellatt 

Thompson, Gustavus 

Thorneycroft, Charles Van- 





dyke 
Tickell, Clifton Herbert 
Tomkins, Wm. Jones 
Urquhart, Hugh John 
Vint, Charles John 
Wallis, Joseph 
Walpole, Walter Robert 
Webb, Wm. Arthur 
Weir, Percy Jenner 
Wells, Robert 


Rigg, John Newton 
Robinson, Joe Arthur 
Robinson, Thos. Jas. 
Rogers, Wm. Thomas 
Rogerson, Arthur Robert 
Russell, Thos. Hawkes 
Senior, James Hubert 
Sharp, William 
Shepherd, Andrew Thos, 
Sidgwick, Alfred, B.A. 
Simpson, Hugh James 


Westbrook, Arthur 

White, Wm. Edward 

Whittingham, William 

Willcox, Samuel 

Williamson, Wm. Smedley 

Winch, Charles 

Winthrop, Wm. Young, B.A 

Wolston, Arthur Charles 
Reinhold 

Wyon, Arthur 





FinaL EXAMINATION. 
November, 1876. 


At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examiners re- 
commended the following gentlemen, under the age of 
twenty-six, as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

George Henry Carthew, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs, Sparkes & Pope, of Crediton, and Messrs. Guscotte, 
Wadham, & Daw, of London, 

William Thomas Rogers, who served his clerkship to 
Massrs. Bateson & Co., of Liverpool. 

William Percy Pain, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Pain, Clarke, & Webb, of Whitchurch, Hants, and Messrs, 
Austen, De Gex, & Harding, of London, 

Arthur Mellor Bramall, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Gellatly & Warton, of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have 
accordingly awarded the following prizes of books:— 

To Mr, Carthew, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Rogers, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clement’s-inn. 

To Mr. Pain and Mr. Bramall, prizes of the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

The examiners have also certified that the following 
candidates, under the age of twenty-six, passed examina- 
tions which entitle them to commendation :— 

William Burchell Pritchard, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Burchells, of London. 

Arthur Tom Metcalfe, who served his clerkship to Messrs, 
Marshall, Sons, & Bescoby, of East Retford, and Mr. Richard 
Smitb, of London. 

Thomas Edmund Page, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Coaks, Rackham, and Cooper, of Norwich, and Messrs. Sole, 
Turners, & Knight, of London. 

Arthur Walter Mills, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Cousins & Burbidge, of Portsmouth. 

Clifton Herbert Tickell, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Lyne & Holman, of London, 

Thomas Hawkes Russell, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Ryland, Martineau, & Carslake, of Birmingham, and 
Messrs. Sharpe, Parkers, & Co., of London. 

Arthur Robert Rogerson, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Bagshaw & Wigglorworh, of Manchester. 
Wyndham Smith, who served his clerkship to Messrs 
Earle, Son, Orford, & Co., of Manchester, and I.E. 
Fox & Co., of London, 





Morton, Henry 





a council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 
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The examiners have further announced to the following 
idates that their answers to the questions at the exam- 
jnation were highly rr age’ J and would have entitled 
them to honorary distinction, if they had not been above the 
of twenty-six :— 
John Buckley Norris, B.A., who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Keen & Rogers, of London. 
Walter Henry Pride, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Edwin Hughes, of Liverpool. 
The number of candidates examined was 180; of these, 
150 passed and 30 were postponed. 
By order of the council, 
E. W. Wi111aMson, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London. 


— — 
— — 


Cuurt Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Cuancery Division. 

Daring the Christmas vacation all applications which 
are ofan urgent nature are to be made to the vacation 
jadge for the time being acting in this division, either Mr. 
Justice Field or Mr. Baron Huddleston. Applications for 
leave to give notices of motion may be made to the chief 
clerk of Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins, at his 
chambers, No. 3, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn. There 
will be no sitting in court during the Christmas vacation. 
In any case of great urgency the brief of counsel may be 
sent to the vacation judge for the time being acting in 
the Chancery Division, whose name and address will be 
furnished on application at the said chambers, by book- 
post or parcel prepaid, accompanied by office copies of the 
affidavits in support of the application, and also by a minute 
on a separate sheet of paper, signed by connsel, of the 
order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and an 
envelope capable of receiving the papers, and addressed 
as follows :—‘ Chancery official letter. To the Registrar 
in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Office, Chancery-lane, 
London, W.C.” On applications for injunctions or writs of Ne 
exeat regno, in addition to the above there must also be sent 
the original writ or a copy of it with the indorsements 
thereon, a copy of the statement of claim, if any, and, if the 
original writ is not sent, a certificate that it has been 
issued. The papers sent to such vacation judge will be 
returned to the registrar. The chambers of Vice-Chancellor 
Sir R. Malins will be open on Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday, the 27th, 28th, and 29th of December, and Tues- 
day, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, the 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 
and 5th of January, 1877, from eleven to one. 








Common Law Divisrons. 

The Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer 
Divisions will sit for the trial of actions in Middlesex, in 
the Hilary Sittings, 1877, from Friday, January 12, to 
Wednesday, January 31, inclusive, and from Thursday, 
March 1, to Wednesday, March 28, inclusive, and in London 
from Thursday, February 1, to Wednesday, February 28, 
inclusive. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


December 22, 1876, 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


Annuitias, April, 85, 9} 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Ex Bills, £21000, 24 perCt. 25 pm 

Ditto, £500, Do, 25 pm. 

Ditto, 2100 & £200, 25 pm, 

Bank of England Stock. — per 
Ct. (last half-year), 258 

Ditte for Account, 


3 per Cent. Consols, 945 x d 
Ditto for Account, Jan. 4, 94} 
Do 3 per Cent. Reduced, 94 
New 3 per Cent., 94 
- if perCent., Jan, "v4 

. 2¢ per Cent., Jan. "94 
Do. 5 per Cont., Jan. ’78 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July, "80, 105 xd Hered | per Cnt., May,’79, 91 

Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cente, 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oos. "88, 103} April, '64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do,Do,5 per C mh. due, "3 

Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,¢ per Cont, 88 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
Sof. Pr,, 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


Stock|Glasgow and South Western ...resccesseees ial 





RAILWAY STOOK. 





Railways. 


Bristol and Exeter 
Caledonian .. 














Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ssessscsssesseeess 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 
Great Western—Original 1 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ..,.....cssceresssere 
}London, Brighton, and South Coast ........000) I 
London, Chatham, and Dover,,,...........+ ona 
}London and North-Western 
London and South Western........0sssse-sseseres 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ....... sores] 100 
Metropolitan 
Do., District 
idland 


Stock|North British 

Stock|North Eastern 
Stock|North London 
Stock/North Staffordshire ... 


s South Devon 
stot South-Eastern 


*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 
























































BIRTHS AND MARRIAGES. 


BIRTH, 

Porz—Dec, 13, at South-walk House, Dorchester, the wife of 
Alfred Pope, solicitor, of a son, : 

MARRIAGE. 

Orr—JoHunson—Dec. 14, at St. Stephen’s Church, Norwich, 
Robert H. Orr, of Belfast, solicitor, son of the late William 
Orr, of Hugomont, Ballymena, Ireland, to Cassandra Marchaise, 
daughter of James Johnson, M.D., of The Chantry, Norwich. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tuespar. Dac. 19, 1876. 
my er, Thomas, and John Pierson Linton, Liverpool, Solicitors. 
ec 8 


Blakeley, John W., and George Beswick, 10, Bedford row, Middlesex, 
Attorneys and Solicitors. Dec 1 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farrar, Dec. 15, 1876, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

General Sewage and Manure Company, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before Jan 22, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Cooper, Coleman st 
buildings. Monday, Jan 29, at 12, is appointed for hearing and ad- 
judicating upon the debts and claims 

Manor Silkstone Coal Company, Limitei.—V.C. Malins has, by an order 
dated Nov 13, appointed Willi Milne, Manchester, te be official 
liquidator 

Mendip Hematite and Lead Mining Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins 
has, by an order dated Aug 4, appointed Frederick Warwick, Back- 
lersbury, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on before 
Jan 10, to send theirnames and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to the above, Satarday, Jan 20, at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and a@jadicating upon the debts and claims 

National Funds Assurance Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or before Jan 16, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to John Luttman, Queen Victoria st. 
Friday, Feb 23, at 1.30, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims 

Sovereign and Belgian Star Coal Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Dec 14, directea to be heard before the M.R. 
on Jan 13, Behrend, Bucklersbury, solicitor for the petitioner 

Vale of Neath Colliery Company, Limited.—V.C. Bacon has, by an 
order dated Dec 9, appointed James Glanville, Great St Helen’s, to 
be official liquidator 

County Panatine oF LANCASTER. 

National Industrial Sanitary Owelliogs Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the V.C.,dated Dec 5, it was ordered that the above com- 
pany be wound up. Higson and Son, Manchester, solicitors for the 
petitioner 

Turapay, Dec. 19, 1876, 
Liurrep tn Caancery. : 

Chinese and Indian Tea Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Malins, dated Dec 8, it was ordered that}the above company be wound 
ur. Kerly, Great Winchester st, solicitor for the petitioners 

Clee Hill Colliery Company, Limited.--V.C. Malins has, dy an order 
dated Noy 10, appointed David Heywood Sefton, East I avenue, 
Leadenhall st, and Frederick Warwick, Bucklersbary, te be the off- 
cial liquidators, Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particalara of their debts or 
claims, to the above. Friday, Feb 9, at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and adjadicating upon the debts and claims 

G. and J. Brown and Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Hall, dated Dec 8, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
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above com! be continued. Goles, Lime st, agents for Oxley 

poo Pashley, Rotherham, York, solicitors for the petitioner 

Milan Tramways Com Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Dec 12, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on Jan 12. Snell, 
George st, Mansion House solicitor for the petitioner 

Mostyn Silver Lead and Blende Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by the M.R., dated Dec 9, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Kimber, Queen st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Swan Hotel Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C, Mal ins, 
dated Dec 8, it was ordered that the above company be wound up 
Tyrrell, Gray’s inn sq, agent for Davies, Ross, rolicitor for the peti- 
tioners 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Duchy Great Consols, Limited.—By an order made by the Vice 

Warden, dated Dec 11, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up 

of the above company be continued. Cock, Truro, agent for Webb, 
Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioners 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuespay, Dec. 19, 1876. 


Friendly Society; Crown and Anchor, Harrow, Middlesex. Dec 14 ‘ 
Tlehester District FriendlySociety, Town Hall, Ilchester, Somerset, Dec 


16 
Whitchurch Union Benefit Society, Whitchurch, Buckingham. Dec 14 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faipay, Dee. 8, 1876. 
Bengough, Gertrude Anne, Wootton-under-Edge, Gloucester. Jan 15. 
Tozer v Bengough, V.C. Hali. Taddy, Bristol 
Booth, John, Herne Bay, Kent. Jan1l5. Lear v Hogbin, V.C. Hall. 
Vant, Leadenhall st 
Clark, Thomas, Carshalion, Surrey,Gent. Jan1l. Olark v Greenhill, 
V.C. Hall. Young, Essex st, Strand 
Gentry, John, Shrewsbury, Salon, Watchmaker. Jan15. Wilmot v 
Gentry, V.C. Hall. Corser, Shrewsbnry 
Glyn, Edward, Harcourt terrace, Redcliffe sq. Jan 15. Robeson v 
Glyn, V.C. Hall. Chubb, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Green, Henry Clifford, Nightingale lane, Clapham, Gent. Dec 30. 
Green v Green, V.C. Malins. Hanbury, New Broad st 
Hall, Thomas, Burford, Oxford, Plamber. Jan 15, Shutt v Hall, 
M.R. Kilby and Co, Chipping Norton 
James, John, Halberton, Devon. Jaa 12, Hibble v Lefroy, V.C. Hall. 
Lefroy, Robert st, Adelohi 
Lawson, George, Maxey, Northampton, Farmer. Jan15. Stamford, 
Spalding, and Boston Sanking Compaay v Brown, V.C. Hail. 
Percival and Son, Peterborough 
Meacock, James, Norwood, Gent. Jan 12. Meacock v Meacock, V.C. 
Hall. Houlder, Barbican 
Murduck, John, Chisenhale rd, Old Ford, Builder. Jan 8. Murrell v 
Murdock, V.C, Hall. Crossfield, Hackney rd 
Pugh, William, Coalport, Silop, China Manufacturer. Jar 5. Pugh 
v Ratcliff, M.R. Fitter, Birmingham 
John, South DutBeld, York, Farmer. Jan6. Walker v Dunn, 
M.R. Weddall, Selby 
Tvespay, Dec, 12, 1876. 
Bailey, John, Peignton, Devon, Gent. Jan 22. Bailey v Bailey, V.C. 
Malins. Woodward, John st, Bedford row 
Briggs, William Bass, Greeawich, Kent, Dyer. Jan 2. Briggs v Brig gs, 
V.C. Malins. Laomley, Conduit st, Bond st 
Dale, William, Great Stanmore, Middles-x, Veterinary Surgeon. Jan 
12. James v Dale, M.R. Pugh, Gray's inn place 
Savile, William, Nottingham, Stock and Share Broker. Jan 15. 
Martin v Savile, V.C. Malins. ‘eare, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Fripay, Dec. 15, 1876. 

Buckby, Arthur Grey, Hesivor'ge, Sut'on-on-Trent, Nottingham, Sur- 
geon. Jan22. Buckby v Buckby, V.C. Malins. Newton, Newark- 
upon-Trent 

Hastings, Georgs Fowler, Vice Admiral H.M.’s Navy, Stanhope 
gardens, South Ken-inaton. Jaa 10. Shireff v Hastings, V.C. 
Malios. Thomas, Regent st “ 

Litehfield, Robert William, Newcas'le-under-Lyme, Stafford, Solicitor 
Jan 10, Jones v Litchficid, V.C. Malins. Taroer, Newcastle-uader 


yme 

Loweth, Mary Ann, King’s Cliffe, Northampton, Publican, Jan 10. 
Loweth ¥ Wadwe!, VC. Milins. Law, Stamford 

Mander, John George, Dray:on t-rrace, South Kensington, Esq. Jan 
1. Eoglish v Giynes, V.C. Mains. Cree, Gray’s inn 

dames, Mach Gowarne, H-reford, Miller. Jan 20. Morris v 
Morris, V.C. Bacon. Piper, Ledoury 
eale, Kobert, Bateombe, Somerset, Esq. Jan 15. Baily vy Neale, M.R. 
Mead, King’s tench walk 
Thomas, Sbipvwoer, Richard Wheatley, Master Mariner, aad 

Isabella Hardy, Soutn Blyth, Northumberland. Jani5, Hardy v 
Oyston, M.R. 

Summers, William, Carnforth, Lancashire, Joiner. Jan 31. Summers 
v Summers, V.C. Hali. Fesrenside and Son, Burton 


Torspax, Dec. 19, 1876, 
Burdett, Ann Maria, Gilmorton, Leicester. Jan 20. Brown v Burdett, 
V.C. Bacon. Wood. il, Parliament st 
Dizon, Elijah, Newson Heath, Lancashire, Timber Merchant. Jan 13, 
Dizon v Evans, District Registrar, Crova st, Manchester 
Evans, Thomes, Whitebur:b, nr Cardiff, Glamorgan, Dissenting Minis- 
ter. Jani0. Eva sv Evans, V.C. bacon. Davis, Cardiff 
Berjamin, Bradford, Avent. Jans. Byles vy Hardacre, 
VC. Mslins. Teylor, King’s 14, Bedford row 
5 , Thomas, Liverpoo', Mershant. Jan 16. Hibbert v Hibbert, 
VL. Hall. Wheeler and Co, Blackburn 
aeat Amhony, Llwyncyntefin, Brecon, Gent. Jan 15. Thornas 
vA V4, Matos. Thomas, recon 
Pell, George, Heyford tiil's, Norhampton, Jan3l. Higgins vw Pell, 
C. Wail, Shoabridge, Linevln’s inn fields 


—_—_— 


Opeditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 85, 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farvay, Dec. 8, 1876. 

Baker, Francis Bryan, Nottingham, Lace Dyer, Jan20. Hant ang 
Williams, Nottingham 

Berry, Charles John Tidball, Swansea, Glamorgan. Jan9. Glasgo. 
dine, Swansea 

Blakely, Eleanor, Spring st, Paddington. Jan 19. Pendergast, 
Commercial rd 

wees rdman, Thomas, Wigan, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. Jan 14, Ashton, 

igan 
~~. William, Pike Low, Waterfall, Stafford,Gent. Feb8. Ramford, 
shborne 

Buckley, John, Windsor, Berks, Retired Major H.M.’s Army, Jan 15, 
Sarah Forman Buckley, Upper Baker st 

Cameron, Jolin, Tondu, Glamorgan. Jan}. Randall, Bridgend 

Carey, Elizabeth, Wells, Somerset. Jan !. Hobbs, jan, Wells 

Clapham, Robert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. Dec 30. Park, Hull 

Cope, Ejizabeth, Croydon, Surrey, Jan 41. on and Co, 
Paul’s Bakehouse court, Doctors’ commons " 

Dixon, Joseph, Devonshire st, Queen sq, Bloomsbury, Gent. Jan 10, 
Barrett, John st, Be tford row 

Farrer, Oliver William, Wareham, Dorset, Esq. Jan 17. Farrer and 
Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Gregson, Catherine, Crossens, Lancashire. Jan 4. Welsby and Qo, 
Southport 

Hargreaves, Joseph, Rothwell Haigh, York, Colliery Agent. Feb 1. 
Turner, Leeds 

Homer, Matilda Sophia, Park rd, Regent’s park. Dec 21. Tatham and 
Co, Queen Victoria st 

Knight, James, Manchester, Accountant, Dec30. Knight, Manches. 
ter 

Parker, George, Sutton, nr Macclesfield, Cheshire, Cotton Spinner, 
Jan 6. Boote and Edgar, Manchester 

Pearce, James, Hanley, Stafford, Colliery Manager. Dec 29. Challinor, 
Hanley 

Phelps, Maria, Bristol. March 1. Benson and Thomas, Bristol 

Ridout, Wiliam, Okeford Fitzpaine, Durset, Hay Dealer. Feb 1, 
Dashwood, Swurminster 

Shilleto, Rev Richard, Cambridge, Jan 21. Edward Richard Shilleto, 
York House, Hampstead 

Silvester, James, West Bromwich, Stafford, Whitesmith. Dec 31. Bache, 
West Bromwich 

Simpson, Michael, Chelmorton, Derby, Farmer. March 1. Taylor, 
Bakewell 

Sclomon, Thomas, Truro, Cornwall, Decorator. Jan. Cock, Truro 

Taylor, Samuel, Alfred st, Bow Gent. Jan 20, Watson and Co, 
Bouverie st, Fieet st 

Williams, Rev John, Aberdovey, Merioneth, March 1. Randall and 
Mayo, Wilton . 

Williams, Thomas, Wilton, nr Salisbury, Wilts, Farmer. March 5 
Randall and Mayo, Wilton 

Youngman, Louisa Rebecca, Horncastle, Lincoln. Jan 21. Clitherow, 
Horacastle 

Tuespar, Dec. 12, 1876. 

Armitage, Sir Elkanah, Manchester, Knight. Feb17. Sale aud Co,. 

Manchester 

Beck, Elizabeth, Pannel, York. Jan 8. Gilland Son, Kaaresborongh 

Clay, Sir William Dickason, Lownd-s sq, Baronet. Feb 1. Har- 

grove and Oo, Victoria st, Westminster 

Clifton, Joun, Coeshunt, Herttordshire, Wheelwright. Jaa 11. Parker 

and Son, Lewisham 

Clowes, Samuel, Ipstones, Stafford, Yeoman. Feb1. Hacker and 
Allen, Leek 

D gh John, Woodham Mortimer, Essex, Farmer. Jan 30, 

Smythies and Co, Colchester 

Haslam, George, Chesterfield, Derby, Joiner. Jan 25. Gratton, 

Chesterfield 

Hawkins, Martha, Heigham, Norwich. Jan 14. Brightwell, Norwich 

In —_, —_ Liasidloes, Montgomery. Jan 13. Woosnam and Co, 

anidl.es 

Ireland, John, Liverpool, Carrier’s Agent. Feb 1. Pierce, Liverpool 

Irvine, Patrick. Waratab, New Towa, Tasmania. Fed. Tweedie, 

Lincoln’s inn fields 

Izon, John Parnell, King’s Heath, Worcester, Gent, Jan 13. James, 

Birmiogham 

Levi, Jos-ph, Castle st, Holborn, Optician. Jan 10. Levirton, Bishops- 
gate st within 

Maddison, John, Rotherfield st, Islington, Esq. Dec 14, Allison, 

Louth 

McCoomte, William, Bath, Somerset, Furrier. Jan 20, Webb, Bath 

Morris, David, Newtown, Montgomery, Geant. Jan 13, Williams and 

Co, Newtcwn 

Nathan, Moss, Grove rd, Mile End, Feb 1. Hilbery, Oratched friars 

Norbury, Ssmuel, Chelford, Cheshirc, Farmer. Jan 22. Hand, 

Macc) sfield 

Norbury, Thomas, Chelford, Cheshire,’ Farmer, Jan 22. Hand, 

Maccler field 

Petrie, James, Liverpool, Doctor of Medicine, Jan 25, Collins and 

Co, Liverpool 

Pike, James Carey, Leicester, Dissenting Minister, Jan 22. Staven- 

son, Leicester 

Potts, Thomas, Le'psic rd, Camberwell, Gent. Feb 9. Reep and Co, 

Bush jane, Cannon st 

Sage, John, Whitehall Farm, Colchester, Essex. Dec 31, White, 

Colehesver 

Salisbury, John, Moorgate st, Tailor, Jan 10. Warriner, Great 

Winchester st 

Stares, John, Fareham, Hants. Jan 20. Donnithorne and Neale, 

Fareham 

Trott, Join, Bristol, Millwright. Feb 10. Jacques, Bristol 

Wake, Ralph, Newoastle-upon-Tyne, Esq. Jun 3). Ingledew and 

Daggett, Newcastle-npon-Tyne 

Williams, Charles, Henfield, Sussex, Gent. Jan 10, Woods and 

Dempster, Brighton 

Wrangha~, George Robert, Great Driffield, York, Gent. Fob I- 








Posie, Georse, Twitchen, Devon, Farmer. Jaly 2. Poole vy Galliford, 


Jennings, Groat Driffield 
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Faipay, Deo. 15, 1876, 
spbott, James, London st, Caledonian rd, Gent. Jam 1. Payne, 
Allen, 


Serjeants’ inn, Temple 
Richard Rowland, Belper, Derby, Surgeon. Jan 8. Cooke, 
ouaer, William, Dunchurch, Warwick, Builder. Jan 20. Benn, Rugby 
Boville, ¥ 


George, Flaxton-on-the-Moor, York,Gent. Feb 1. Bickers, 
Tadcaster 
, Ferguson, Clydesdale terrace, Birkbeck rd, Upper Holloway, 
ag March 25. Turner, King st, Cheapside 
Chamberlain, John, Whimp'e, Devon, Gent. Jan 17. Follett 
Church, Elia, Bath, Somerset. Jan 12. Prior and Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Cowell, James, Wakefield, Retired Linenpraper. Febi1. Barratt 
and Senior, Wakefie'd : 

Crowther, George, West Bromwich, Stafford, Pawnbroker. March 1. 
Caddick, West Bromwich 

Deighton, Frederick William, Chancery lane, Accountant. Jan 13, 
Payn' ants’ inn. Temple 

Dennis, John, Cambridge, Gent. Jan 1. Wayman, Cambridge 

Gerdon, Sir William Home, Brighton, Sussex, Bart. Jan 12. 

reys and Son, Holborn viacuct 

Jarp, William ‘Postlethwaite, Kimcote, Leicester, Farmer. Feb 2, 
Watson and Baxter, Lutterworth 

Hargreaves, Josepb, Rothwell Haigh, York, Country Agent. Feb 1. 


Heyes, Nicholas, Bolton, Lancashire, Beerseller. Jan 31. Rutter, 


Holderness, William Brown, New Windsor, Surgeon. Feb 14, Soames, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hopkins, Clarissa Webb, Birmingham. Jan 11. Ingle and Co, Thread- 


needle at 

Irvine, Patrick, Waratah New Town, Tasmania. Feb 1. Tweedie, 
Lineoln’s inn fields 

Kay, James, Turton Tower, Bolton-le-Moors, Lancashire, Esq. March 
1, Broadbent and Oo, Ro'ton-ie-Moors 

Lockwood, William, Guildford, Surrey,Gent. Feb 12. Blackmore 
and Son, Alresford 

McEwen, Mary, Salisbury sq, Fleet st, Hotel Keeper. Jan 11. Godfrey, 
South sq, Gray’s inn 7 

Morgan, Catherine, Cardiff, Glamorgan. Feb1, Griffith and Corbett, 

Norman, Masters, Plymouth, Devon, Commander R.N. Jan 13. 
Hallett, St Martin’s place, Tratalgar sq 

Paige, Nicholas Merrifield, Bourton, Devon, Yeoman. Jan 13, Edmonds 


Pemberton, Sarah, Balsall Heath, Worcester. Feb1l. Whateley and 
00, Birmingham 
Penny, Helen, Peckham House, Peckham. Jan 20. Glascodine, Swan- 


sea 
Read, Levi, Aythrop, Roothing, Essex, Farmer. Jan 12, Wade and 
Knocker, Dunmow 
Redfern, Mary, Hartington, Derby. March 1. Taylor, Bakewell 
Rhodes, Thomas, Greasborough, York, Gent. Feb 1. Baxters and Co, 


» Doncaster 

Rose, Joseph, Broadwell, Gloucester, Farmer, Feb I. Kendall and 
Son, Bourton-on-the- Water 

Teale, William Henry, Hoddesdon, Hertford. Feb 28. Brooks and Co, 
Doctors’ commons 

Wert, Charles, Dea!, Kent, Painter. Feb 1. Mercer and Co, Deal 

Williams, Mr. Evan, Upper Bangor, Carnarvon, Gent, Jan 21, Barber, 


or 
ten John, Er dington, Warwick, Gent. Feb 1. Whateley and Co, 
Birmingham 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Dec. 15, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Andrews, Benjamin, Adelaide rd, Haverstoek hill, no occupation. Pet 
Dec8. Keene. Jan8 at ll 
omy John, High Holborn, Builder. Pet Dec 12. Hazlitt. Jan 
a 


Ford, James Edward, Hereford gardens, Park lane, Lieut.-Col. in the 
Scots Fusilier Guards. Pet Apriiz5. Spring-Rice. Jan 16 at 12 

Tabatut, Helenus, Gracechurch st, Merchant, Pet Deo 13. Spring- 
Rice. Jan 16 atl 

Olison, Donald Henry, James at, St Luke’s, Rope Manufacturer. Pet 
Dec li. Brougham. Jan 8 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country, 
Collins, Edwin, Southampton, Draper, Pet Dec 11. Walker. South- 
ampton, Jan 3 at 2 j 
Dumbel's, George Wi liam, jun, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent, Pet Dec 
13. Rollitt, Kings on-upon-flull, Jan 3 at 3 
aw, Francis \iemeat, Swansea, Bookseller. Pet Dec 11. Jones. 
Swansea, Jun 2 att 
mee lames, Accrington, Flagger. Pet Dec 1}, Bolton. Blackburn, 
S)atli 
Packer, Samuel Gilbert, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Pet Dec 
12. Butchite. Nottingham, Jan 12 at lt 
Soconde, John, Pembroke, Butcher. Pet Dec 13. Lloyd. Car- 
Marthen, Dec 30 at2 = - 
pson, ‘Thomas Robson, Bradford, Coach Builder, Pet Dec 9. 
Daniel. Bradford, Jan 9 at9 


Turspay, Dec, 19, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1969, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London, 
Porsyth, eee, py ington st, Islington, Credit Draper, Pet Dec 16. 
tt. Jan 16 at 
Minto, Edward Benjamin, Canterbury rd. Old Kent rd, Licensed 
Victualler, Pet Dec 14, Pepys, Jan 17 at lt 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Ben nett, Stephen, St Meilion, Cornwall, Farmer, Pet Dec 16. Ed. 
Monds. Kast Sionvhouse, Deo 30 at 12 











Caunt, William, Allington, Lincoln, Coal Merchant. 

Patchitt. Nottingham, Jan 12 at 10.30 sokeree 
ay ye |i Sheffield, Brighton, Pet Dec 13. Evershed. Brighton, 
Hall, Richard, Wellington, Salop, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
nite. Madeley, San 10 at 2.30° — 

ichards, William, Treorkey, nr Pontypridd, Grocer. Pet Dec 16. 

Spiokett. Pontypridd, Jan‘2atl0 ‘ ” 
Roberte, Henry James, Bath, Milliner. Pet Dec 13. Smith. Bath 

Jan4 at 2,30 
Sillence, James, Otterbourne, Hants, Horse Dealer. Pet Dec 13. God- 
P wae Pg met Jan 4at ill ° 

mi om Columbus, Merthyr Tydfil, Currier. Pet Dec 15. Russell 
query Tye, Jniatiw. 

orne, neis, Launceston, Cornwall, Ironmo - Pet Dec 16. 
“ Gidtey. _ Stonehouse, Dac 30 at lu’ spit 

cfield, Daniel, Ellesborough, Buckingham, Shopkeeper. Pet Dec 1 
winter, Aylesbury, Jan wa a 

ai thur Edmund, Cardiff,,Currier. Pet Dec 16. La ° 

Cardiff, Dec 30ati2 a neler 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Dec. 15, 1876. 
Freeman, Samuel William Kearney, South Bank, Notting hill, Com- 
mander R.N. Dec 13 
Liquidation Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, Dec, 15, 1876. 
Anderson, Thomas, Newland, Buckingham, Chairmaker. Dec 30 at 
11 at offices of Clarke, Easton st, High Wycombe 
Argue, Robert, New Wimbledon, Draper. Dec 29 at 2 at offices of 
Copo, Essex st, Strand 
Baldwin, Samuel, Leeds, Hop Marchant. Dec 27 at 3 at offices of 
Brooke, Bond st, Leeds 
Baldwin, William, Linley Brook, Salop, Innkeeper. Jan 9 at 12at the 
Lion Commercia Hotel, Broseley. Haslewood, Bridgnorth 
Barlow, James, Barnsley, Tinner. Jan 2 at 11 at offices of Gray, 
Eldon st, Barnsley 
Bartlett, Charles John, Feltham, Surrey, Builder. Jan 1 at 2 at offices 
of Ditton, Ironmonger lane 
Bates, James, Leicester, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 28 at 12 at offices of 
Fowler and Co, Fr.ar lane, Leicester 
Bettel, William, sen, Middlesborough , Staircase Builder. Dec 27 at 10 
at offices of Staniland, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 
Bettison, William, Liverpool, Guano Merchant. Jan 4 at 2 at offices of 
Stephens and Danger, Victoria buildings, Victoria st, Liverpeol 
Blandy, Alfred Addison, Lower Seymour st, Portman sq, Dentist. Dec 
27 at 11 at ofSces of Kisch and Co, Chancery lane 
Boss, Thomas, Lower Broughton, Lancashire, Painter. Dec 28 at 3 
at offices of Smith and Boyer, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Boury, John, Kingston-on-lhames, Grocer. Dec 29 at 3 at offices of 
Sherrard, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Bowen, William, Bradley, Stafford, Grocer. Dec 29 at 3 at the Globe 
Inn, Mount Pleasant, Bilston. Bowen, Bilston 
Britner, John, Droyisden, L hire, Innkeeper. Dec 29 at 3 at offices 
of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 
Brown, William, Carlin How, York, Grocer. Dec 28 at 3 at offices of 
Tweedy, Silver st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Brown, William, Weybridge, Surrey, Florist. Jan 9 at 11 at offices of 
Jenkins, Guildford st, Chertsey 
Browne, Elizabeth, Markham sq, Chelsea, Lodging House Keeper. Dec 
23 at 11 at offices of Berridge, Duke st, Manchester sq 
Bush, George, Niton, Isie of Wight, Hotel Keeper. Dec 28 atl at 
offices of Urry, High st, Ventnor 
Charlton, Orlando James, Bishopston, nr Bristol, Commission Agent. 
Dec 29 at 11 at offices of Benson and Thomas, Bread st, Bristol 
Coote, William, Phognix st, Soho, Oilman. Jan 4 at 3 at offices of 
Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington, Fenton 
Coulby, Dixon, Basford, Nottingham, Coal Dealer. Jan 2 at 11 at 
otfices of Black, Low pavement, Nottingham 
Coulson, William, and Frederick Coulson, Coalville, Leicester, 
Builders. Jan3 at 2 at offices of Wright, Leicester 
Corrie, Valentine Byrom, Ryde, Iste of Wignt, Retired Colonial Broker, 
Dec 28 at 3 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn, Pittis 
Cuzick, James, Dudley, Worcester, Glass Dealer, Dec 23 at 10.30 at 
offices of Waiter, Ann st, Birmingham 
Danks, Samuel, Netherton, Dudley, Worcester, Blacksmith. Dec 23 at 
11 at offices of Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 
Davis, Edward White, Birmingham, out of business. Dec 22 at 3 at 
offices of Dugmore and Pinfield, Bennett's hill, Birmingham. 
Walter, Birmingham 
Dennison, John, Penrith, Camberland, Iankeeper. Dec 28 at 2.30 at 
offices of Arnison, St Andrew's place, Penrith 
Dickie, Robert, Leeds, Draper. Dee 28 at 2 at offices of Chesney, 
Leeds rd, Bradford. Berry and Robinson 
Dixon, William, Jarrow, Darham, Balter, Dee 28 at 11 at offices of 
Duncan and Duncan, Market place, South Shields 
Duce, Jobn, Ossett, York, Butcher. Dec 28 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, 
Wood st, Wakefield. Lode, Wakefield 
Duck, George, Kirby Misperton, York, Butcher. Dec 27 at Ll at 
offices of Bartliff, Market place, Malton 
Evans, Benjamin, Chadsmoor, Canvock, Stafford, Grocer. Dec 23 at 
10 at offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall 
Evans, Lewis Pergryme, Cwmbach, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dee 
29 at 10 at the Court house, Pontypridd. Spickett and Price, 
Pontypridd 
Evans, Robert Edward, Halifax, Solicitor’s Clerk, Dec 22 at 3 at 
offices of Storey, King Cross st, Halifax 
Fawkes, Thomas, Brimscombe, Gloucester, Cloth Maaufactarer, Deo 
23 at 4 at offices of Jackson, London rm, Stroud 
Featherstone, John, Milk st, Cheapside, Commission Agent, Jan dat 
3 at offices of Young, Newgate st 
Fewtrell, Harriett, Margate, School Mistress. Dec 23 at 12 at 49, 
Hawley eq, Margate, Pullen, Basinghall st 
Fergusson, Duncan Christie, Old Trafford, Lancashire, Schoolmaster. 
Jan 2 at 3 at offices of Boote and Rdgar, George st, Manchester 
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am, Thomas, George’s rd, Holloway rd, Slaughterman. Jan 2 at 
2 at offices of Blachford and Co, College hill, Cannon st 
Frampton, Sophia, Regent st, Bootmaker. Jan 4 at 2 at offices of 
Emmott, Budge row, Cannon st 
Gent, John, Rosoman st, Clerkenwell, Grocer. Jan 3 at 3 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Aldersgate st. Houlder, Barbican 
George, Henry Madigan, Cannon st, Manager to a Licensed Victuuller. 
Dec 29 at 4 at offices of Bartlett, Bedford st, Covent garden 
Goodwin, Richard Thomas, Addle st, Mantle Manufacturer. Jan 2 at 
2 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Cattlin 
Handley, Alfred, Stroud, Gloucester, Watchmaker. Dec 27 at 12 at 
Smith, George st, Stroud s 
Hargreaves, Joseph Jackson, jun, Blackburn, Lancashire, Dentist. 
Dec 27 at 3 at offices of Edwards, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Hartley, Joseph, Longton, Stafford, Parian Manufacturer. Dec 28 at 11 
at the Royal Hotel, Crewe. Shires, Leicester 
Headen, Charles, Oldham, Lancashire, Milk Contractor. Dec 28 at 3 
at offices of Stringer, Aytoun st, Manehester 
Hebden, John William, Bradford, Fishmonger. Dec 28 at 3 at offices 
of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 
Higgins, William, Chippenham, Wilts, Tinplate Worker. Jan 2 at 10 
at offices of Pinniger and Co, Chippenham 7 : 
Higmun, Frederick, Charlestown, Cornwall, Commission Agent. Dec 
28 at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, Market place, St Austell. Wallis, 
Bodmi 


in 
Hinchcliffe, Sarah Ann, Leeds, Provision Deater. Dec 27 at 2 at cffices 
of Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Hobbs, Victor Alired, Hulme, Lancashire, Furniture Dealer. Jan 2 at 
8 at offices of Rideal, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Horrocks, Thomas, and John Banks, Farnworth, Lancashire, Manu- 
facturers. Dec 29 at 3.30 at offices of Sampson, South King st, 
Manchester 
Hongh, George, New cross rd, Marine Surveyor. Jan 10 at 10 at 28, 
Martin’s lane, Cannon st. Lowless and Co 
Howe, Lorenzo, Walton Deerhurst, Gloucester, out of business. Dec 
28 at 3 at offices of Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 
Hull, Robert, Plumstead Common rd, Plumstead, Builder. Dec 29 at 
1 at offices of Preston, Mark lane 
Hunt, John, Measham, Derby, Managing Director. Jan 4 at 3 at 
offices of Fisher and Cheatle, Kilwardby st, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Ingram, Augusius, St Albans, Hertford, Wine Merchant. Dec 28 at 
2 at offices of Potter. King st, Cheapside. Wells, St Albans 
Jackson, Joseph, Oldham, Lancashire, Bootmaker, Dec 28 at 3 at 
offices of Buckley and Clegg, Clegg st, Oldham 
Jennison, William, Mansfield, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Jan 
2 at 12 at offices of Towle and Gilbert, Low pavement, Nottingham 
Jeffers, Richard, Bandon rd, St James’ rd, Victoria park, Brewer's 
Clerk. Dec 28 at 3 at offices of Oliver, Bond court, Walbrook 
Jones, Hugh, Garthgynan, Denbigh, Farmer. Dec 28 at 10 at offices 
of Louis and Edwards, Ruthin 
Jubb, Joseph, Sheffield, Commission Agent. Dec 28 at 11 at offices of 
Leggoe; George st, Sheffield. Esam, Sheffield 
Keeler. George, William Henry Kempsell, and Thomas Keeler, St 
Dunstan's court, Fleet st, Printers. Dec 28 at 2 at offices of Perry, 
Guiidhall chambers, Basinghall st 
Kerr, Thomas, Lecds, Draper. Deo 28 at 11 at offices of Rooke and 
Midgley, Boar lane, Leeds 
Kilbourn, Joseph, Walsall, Stafford, Printer. Dec 28 at 11 at offices of 
Wilkinson and Giilespie, Bridge st, Walsall 
Langan, John, Hulme, out of business. Jan 3 at 2 at the Hare and 
Hounds Hotel, Shudebil!, Manchester. Howarth, Manchester 
Large, William, Widnes. Lancashire, Tailor. Jan 9 at 11 at offices of 
Tryer and Husband, Victoria st, Widnes 
Leah, David, Stockport, Cheshire, Grocer. Jan 3 at 3 at offices of 
Newton, Bank chambers, Market place, Stockport 
Maccullagh, Archibald, Manchester, Grocer. “Dec 27 at 11 at offices of 
Add'eshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Marriott, John Thomas, Walton-on-the-Wolds, Leicester, Farmer. 
Dee 28 at J1 at offices of White, Finkin st, Grantham 
Millburn, George, Ridsdale, Northumberland, Shoemaker. Dec 28 at 
11 at offices of Bowden and Amos, Moseley st, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Batty, Hexham 
Mosley, William, Barnham st, Tooley st, Carman. Dec 28 at 3 at offices 
of Walter and Son, Southampton st, Bl bary 
Moulding, Rowland, Blackburn, Coal Dealer. Dec 28 at 11 at offices 
of Darley, Lord st west, Blackburn 
Neale, Thomas, Bilstone, Leicester, Farmer. Dec 30 at 12 at the Great 
Western Hotel, Birmingham. Wood, Rugby 
Nelson, Arthur Henry, Meale’s Farm, Berks, Farmer. Dec 28 at 12 at 
offices of Dryland, Friar st, Readin 
Newman, William, Swaton rd, Campbell rd, Bow, out of business. Jan 
1 at 2 at offices of Broad and Co, Queen st, Cheapside. Carter and 
Bell, Eastcheap e 
Palmer, Amelia Harriett, Reading, Butcher. Jan2 at 11 at offices of 
Dodd, Friar st, Reading 
Patchett, Benjamin, Great Horton, York, Stone Merchant, Dec 22 at 
10 at offices of Cross and Cox, Westgate, Bradford 
Peel, William. Manchester, Grocer. Dec 28 at 3 at offices of Addle- 
spaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Pickup, James, Dudley hill, nr Bradford, Ironfounder, Dec 28 at 11 at 
ofSces of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 
Pigott, Walter George, Cromer, Norfolk, Chemist. Dec 28 at 2 at 
offices of Chittock and Woods, Bank st, Norwich 
Porter, Thomas, Liverpool, Provision Dealer, Dec 28 at 3 at offices of 
Goffey, Commerce chambers, Lord st, Liverpool 
Portwine, Edward, Stoke-vpon-Trent, Gioger Beer Manufacturer. 
Jan 2 at 2 at the Sea Lion Hotel, High st, Hanley 
Prescott, James, Oldham, China Dealer. Jan 3 at 3 at offices of Ascroft 
and Sons, Creag a, a sie‘ 
¥ Ss, Hanley, Tailor. Dec 22 at 3 at offices of Ashmall 
Cheapeise, Ha rome 
Prime, William, Riddings, nr Alfreton, Derby, Jeweller. Deo 28 at 12 
at offices of Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Rex, Wiliam, eng Solicitor. Dee 27 at il at offices of Page, jun, 
Lineoin 


xengate, 
Rich, Henry, Londonderry, York, Beerh ceper. 
‘at 11.90 of offices of Suaceroes, etches ? onens sites 





—_— 


as 
Richards, Daniel, Aberdare, Contractor. Dec 27 at 11 at offices of 
James, Canon st, Aberdare 
Robinson, William, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Jan 2 at 3 at Offices of 
Nordon, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Rogers, Joseph James, Rotherham, York, Grocer. Dec 29 at 4 at 
offices ef Potter and Brown, High st, Rotherham 
Routledge, George, Morpeth, Northumberland, Chemist. Dec 28 at 
11 at offices of Webb, Bridge st, Morpeth 
Rubini, Anthony, Bilston, Stafford, Ironmonger. Dec 27 at 1) at offices 
of Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 
Sadd, Thomas, jun, Tolleshurst D’Arcy, Essex, Butcher. Jan 4 at 4 at 
offices of Digby and Co, Silver st, Maldon 
Sanderson, Joseph, Newland, York, Cowkeeper, Dec 29 at 11 at offices 
of Hall, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Sayer, Walter Hilder, Gravesend, Wine Merchant. Jan 4 at 3 at offices 
of Bank, Coleman st 
Skerrett, Charles, Cannock, Stafford, Pampmaker. Dec 29 at 3 at 76, 
Bridge st, Wednesbury. Ebsworth, Wednesbury 
Slagg, Robert, Denmark hill, Camberwell, Linendraper. Dec 29 at 3 
at 111, Cheapside. Stanley, Norwich 
Smith, Albert John, Longcott, Berks, Beer Retailer. Dec 27 at 12 at 
the Junction Hotel, Uffington Railway Station. Foreman, Swindon 
Smith, Robert Hales, Sheffield, Tobacconist. Dec 27 at 11 at officesof 
Badgers and Rhodes, High st, Rotherham 
Stevens, Stephen James, Bournemouth, Builder. Jan 2 at 11 at the 
Pembroke Hotel, Bournemouth. Aldridge and Aldridge 
Taylor, Joseph, Preston, Paper Dealer. Jan 3 at 2 at offices of Cooper 
Cha pel st, Preston 
Taylor, Nalson Charles, Scarborough, Jet Ornament Manufacturer, 
Dec 28 at 3 at the Adelphi Hotel, Railway st, York. Sampson, 
Manchester 
Thornton, Edward Adamson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Milliner. Dee 29 
at 3 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Singleton, Kingston- 
uponu-Hull 
Tidman, Isaac Cornelius, Linthorpe, York, Brick Manufacturer. Dec 
28 at 11 at the Wellington Hotel, Albertust, Middlesborough. Teale, 
Middlesborough 
Trebb, Elizabeth,!Bournemouth, Schoolmistress. Jan 1 at 3 at offices 
of Preston, Branksome chambers, Commercial rd, Bournemouth 
Trussler, Frederick, Walsall, Stafford, Agent. Jan 4 at | at offices of 
Duigan and Co, Exchange buildings, Birmingham 
Turner, Frederick Henry, Preston, Sussex, Schoolmaster, Jan 1 atl 
at 2, Gresham buildings. Maynard, Brighton 
Turner, William, New Normanton, Derby, Builder. Dec 29 at 11 at 
offices of Potter, Irongate, Derb 
Venters, Thomas, Thurlow st, Walworth, Baker. Desc 29 at 3 at offices 
of Marchant and Purvis, George yard, Lombard st 
Watson, John Elliott, Henham green, Bishop’s Stortford, Hertford, 
Farmer, Dec 28 at 3 at offices of Lovett, King William st 
Welsh, James, Cambria terrace, Cambria rd, Loughborough Junction, 
out of business, Dec 28 at 2 at offices of Walter and Co, Southampton 
st, Bloomsbury 
Wheatley, William, Cotmanhay, Derby, Grocer. Jan 9 at 12 at offices 
of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Wilson, James, Leeds, Grocer. Jan 1 at 2 at offices of Harle, Bank st, 


Leeds 
Wright, William, Dudley, Worcester, Chartermaster. Dec 29 at 2 at 
— and Falcon Hotel, Wolverhampton st, Dudley. Tinsley, 
udley 
Toxspay, Dec. 19, 1876, 
Alexander, Nathan, Houndsditch, Clothier. Jan 9 at 2 at 145, Cheap- 
side. Caitlin, Guildhall! yard 
Allott, Alfred, Sheffield, Public Accountant. Jan 3at 2 at the Cannon 
st Hotel. Burdekin and Co 
Atkinson, William, Beeston, Leeds, out of business. Dec 30 at | at 
offices of Parkinson, Bank chambers. Park row, Leeds 
Barber, Richard, Sheffield, Grocer. Dec 30 at 4 at offices of Gee, Fig 
Tree lane, Sheffield. Binns, Sheffield 
Barnes, William, Newborough, Northampton, Farmer, Dec 29 at 12 
at offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 
Beckett, John, Upper Kennington lane, Confectioner. Dec 28 at3 at 
offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Bell, Peter, Erith, Kent, Grocer. Jan | atl at the Lord Raglan Hotel, 
Burrage rd, Plumstead. Wymond, Chatham 
Bennett, Matthew, Bristol, Carpenter. Jan 2 at 2 at offices of Back- 
ingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Beveridge, Richard, Maidstone, Grocer. Jan 8 at 12 at the Bridge 
House Hote), Londou bridge. Sienning, Maidstone 
Birkett, Robert Chambers, Harrogate, York, Schoolmaster. Dec 28at 
12 at offices of Hirst and Capes, James st, Harrogate 
Boon, James, Alconbury Weston, Huntingdon, Blacksmith. Jan 1 at 
2 at the George Hotel, Huntingdon. Gaches, Peterborough 
Boyes, Thomas Mason, and Richard Kirkby Thomas, Upper st, Isling- 
ton, —— Jan 3 at 2 at offices of Newton, Finsbury circus 
Buroby, Matthew Ashton, Carbrook, Sheffield, Oil Manufacturer. 
Dec 29 at 12 atthe Cutlers’ Hall, Church st, Shefficid. Mellor, 


Sheffield 
Campbell, Andrew, Minories, Licensed Victualler. Jan 1 at 3 at offices 
of Walker, King’s Arms yard, Moorgate st : 
Carpenter, William, Chalvington, Sussex, Innkeeper. Jan 2 at3 at 
offices of Champion, North st, Brighton 
Collins, Edwin, Upper Kennington lane, Eogine Fitter. Dec 29 at 12 
at 87, Bedford row. Marshall 
Cooper, Walter Joseph, Birmingham, Bookseller. Jan 1 at 3 at offices 
Baller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Copp, John, Skewen, nr Neath, Glamorgan, Shoemaker. Jan 1 at 11 
at offices of Davies, Alma place, Neath 
Coslett, William Pemberton, Liverpoo!, Butcher. Jan 11 at 3 at offices 
of Vine, Dale st, Liverpool. Bartlett, Liverpool 
Cossins, Wilson, irby Knowle, York, Farmer. Dec 29 at 11 at ofces 
of Arrowsmith and Richardson, Castlegate, Thirsk 
Coxhead, William Frederick, Jewin st, General Agent, Dos 27 at 3 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Godfroy 
Cre Tae Sgseayert, Baker. Jan2at1 at offices of Browne, Die 
at, Liverpoo: 
Davies, net, Maoeie, Carmarthen, Draper, Jan 6 at 11 at otices 





of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 
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Aberystwith, Cardigan, Builder. Dec 28 at 11 at offices 
Little Darkgate st, Aberystw ith 
Davies, Williams, Hay, ‘Watchmaker. Jan 5 at 12 at offices of 
Cheese, Broad st, Hay 
,Jobn Tank, Bishops Waltham, Southampton, Furniture Dealer. 
Jan 2 at 12 at offices of Deacon and Oo, Lansdowne House, Castle 
lane, Southampton. Smith 
Bdwarde, Evan, Gilfachrhyd Farm, Glamorgan, Farmer. Jan 4 at 12 
at of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
Everest, David, Tunbridge Wells, Photographer. Dec 28 at 2.30 at 
145, Cheapside. Stone and Simpson, Tunbridge Wells 
Ewen, Frederick William, Manchester, Merchant. Jan 2 at 3at offices 
Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
ton, Joseph, St Leonard st, Bromley-by-Bow, Grocer. Dec 28 at 
] at offices of Ager, Barnard’s inn, Holborn. Padmore, Barnard’s 


ee, John, Wandsworth rd, Corn Merchant, Dec 28 at 3 at offices 
Aird, heap 

¢ , John Wales, Whitehaven, Refreshment House Keeper. Jan 9 
at 2 at offices of Atter, New Lowther st, Whitehaven 

Fletcher, Thomas, Ovenden, Halifax, Contractor. Jan 15 at 10 at 
offices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Ford, Malachi Henry, Bradford, Draper. Jan 2 at 12 at offices of 
Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 

Goodrich, George Henry, Buckingham Villa, Ealing Dean, Contractor, 
Dec 28 at 3 at 37, Bedford row. Marshal) 

Graham, John, Walton-on-the-Hill, Surrey, Brickmaker, Jan 2 at 11 
at offices of Morrison, High st, Reigate . 

Hardwick, Henry, Stocktoa, Worcester, out of business. Dec 30 at 3 
at offices of Tree, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 

Harker, William, Bradford, out of business. Jan 1 at 11 at offices of 
Mossman and Haley, Horton rd, Bradford 

Harris, Henry, Stone, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. Jan 3 at ll at 
offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Harris, John, Bexley Heath, Kent, no occupation. Dec 29 at 3 at the 
Lord Bexley Arms, Bexley heath. Russell and Co, Old Jewry 
chambers 


Hazledine, Fredcrick, Balsall Heath, nr Birmingham, Stationer. Dec 
98at 12 at offices of East, Eidon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Heaton, Thomas, Lancishire, Twine Spinner. Jan 4 at 11 atoffices of 
Hall and Marshal|, Damside st, Lancashire 
Hillyard, Edward, Heckington, Lincoln, Surgeon. Jan | at 11 at the 
Bristol Arms Hotel, Sleaford. Beau, boston 
Hobbs, Walter, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Baker. 
of Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 
Hollidge, William James, and Thomas Snallridge, Portland rd, 
Builders. Jan 5 at 12 at 145, Cheapside. Rogers, Leadenhall st 
Hollis, Henry Hezekiah, Southampton, Hairdresser. Deb 29 at 3 at 
offices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 
Hurley, George, Harborne, Stafford, Publican. Dec 29 at 3 at offices 
of Boraston, Ann st, Birmingham 
Johnson, Joshua, Leicester, Cabinetmaker. Jan 4 at3 at offices ef 
Fowler and Co, Friar lane, Leicester 
Johnson, William, Mill House, nr Thirsk, York, Farmer. Jan 4 at 11 
at the Three Tuns Hotel, Thirsk. Jefferson, Northallerton 
Jones, William Thomas, Birmingham, Electro Plate Manufacturer. 
Dec 28 at 10.15 at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Bir- 
mingham 
Kempsel!, Jane, and Elizabeth Dudderidge, Leeds, Clothier. 
12 at ot'ces of Bond and Barwick, Albion piace, Leeds 
Kettle, Benjamin, Leeds, Machinist, Jan 1 at 3 at offices of Pullan, 
Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
lavender, Robert James, Milton-next-Gravesend, Bookseller. 
at 12 at offices of Mitchell, Windmill st, Gravesend 
lamrus, Nathan, Charterhouse st, Commission Agent. Jan 3 at 12 at 
Offices of Montagu, Bucklersbury 
Ie, Thomas, New Clee, Lincoln, Fish Merchant. Jan 1! at 12 at offices 
of Grange and Wintringham, West St Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 
Lees, Samuel, Sheffield, Sttioner. Dec 28 at 3 at offices of Clegg and 
Sons, Bank st, Sheffield 
lege, George, Bilston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Dec 30 at 11 at 
offices of Stratton and Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
lewis, John, sen, and John Lewis, jun, Landcre, Glamorgan, Tailors. 
Dec 28 at 3 at offices of Davies and Hartland, Rutland st, Swansea 
longshaw, Charles, Hanley, Stafford, Potter. Dec 27 at 10.30 at offices 
of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 
Mansfield, Alfred, Droxford, Hants, Baker. Deo 29 at 3 at the Royal 
Quk Tavern, West st, West st, Fareham. Ford, Portsea 
Marsden, Benjamin, Brighouse, York, Joiner. Dec 29 at 11 at offices 
of Foster and England, Town Hall chambers, Halifax 
Mead, William, Palace st, Prince of Wales rd, Kentish Town, Journey- 
man Carpenter. Dec 28 at 10 at offices of Thwaites, Basinghall st. 
Fulcher, Cornwall rd, Kensington park 
ws, Thomas, Smeeton Westerby, Leicester, Miller. Jan 2 at3 at 
of Owston, Friar lane, Leicester 
Mulland, John, Wrafton, Devon, Potato Dealer. Dec 30 at 11 at offices 
Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 
Nash, George Peregrine, Bedford, Grocer. Jan 2 at 12 at offices of 
Conquest and Clare, Duke st, Bedford 
Naylor, Edward, Birmingham, Brass Founder. Dec 29 at 12 at offices 
Green, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
» Robert, Deloh, York, Farmer. Jan 2 at 12 at offices of 
Horner and Son, Ridgefield, Manchester. Law, Manchester 
» John, Gateshead, Durham, out of business, Jan 4 at 11 at 
‘offices of Bush, Wellington st 
Niblett, William Thomas, Boracay rd, Builder. Dec 29 at 2 at the 
tration Room, Inns of Court otel, Linco ln’s ian fields. Heath- 
field and Son, Lincoln's inn flelds 
Parke, Robert, Syston, Leicester, Hotel Keeper, Jan 4 at 3 at offices 
fOwston, Friar lane, Leicester 
Pemberton, Thomas, Warrington, Lancashire, Shingler. Jan 2 at 3 at 
offices of Bretherton, Bank st, Ment 5 sn 
Platt, John, Saddieworth, York, Shawl Manufacturer, Jan 8 at 3 atthe 
Arms Hotel, Oldham. Mellor, Oldham 
Prestoe, William James, Budock, erawee, Naval Pensioner, Dec 29 
nt, Dec 28 at 3 


at3at offices of Jenkins, Post Office buildings, Falmouth 
60M ces of Pensman and Webber, Bow lane, Ourtis,'King st 


Dac 29 at 3 at offices 


Jan 2 at 


Jan 4 


Palin, Thomas Josiah, Gracechurch st, Iron 





Rees, David, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Labourer. Jan 2 at 11 at offices 
of Randall, Nalton st, Bridgend 
Richards, Benjamin, Clydach, Glamorgan, Tinman. Jan 8 at 2 at 34, 
Swansea. Kempthorne 


Wind st, 
Richards, Richard, Old Barge House st, Blackfriars rd, Pamp Manu- 


facturer. Jan 8 at 12 at offices of Willoughby and Cox, Clifford’sinn 
Richardson, David, George Richardson, and James Richardson, 
Rawdon, York, Manufacturers. Dec 29 at 11 at offices cf Hewson, 


East parade, Leeds 

Rooth, Joseph, Chesterfield, Derby, Fruiterer. Jan 5 at 12 at offices of 
Cordwell, iby st, Chesterfield 

Sachs, Josef Julius, New Barns, Lancashire, Chemist. Dec 29 at 12 at 
the Royal Hotel, Thames Embankment, Blackfriars. Southall and 
Co, Birmingham 

Sanne, Edwin, Liverpool, Commission Merchant. Jan 3 at 2at offices 
of Gill and Archer, Cook st, Liverpooi 

Scragg, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Butcher. Dec 27 at 11.30 at offices 
of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 

Seed, George, Armley rd, nr Leeds, Boatman. Dec 29 at 3 at offces of 
Lodge, Park row, Leeds 

Sharples, Richard, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Coal Dealer. Jan 3 at 
11 at offices of Hindle, Bolton rd, Over Darwen 

Shillcock, John, Cooper’s rd, Old Kent rd, Camberwell, General Dealer. 
Jan 4 at 2 at offices of Martin, Fenehurch st 

Shrubb, Richard Costar, Dorchester, Oxford, Farmer. Jan 2 at 2 at 
13, Friar st, Reading. Dood 

Skelf, George, Sherwood, Nottingham, Plamb2r. Jan 5 at 12 at offices 
of Bright, Town Club chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Smith, William, Halton, nr Hastings, Builder. Jan 3 at3 at offices of 
Miller and Miller, Sherborne lane. Savery, Hastings 

Straw, Thomas, Sheffield. Grocer. Jan4at2 at the Incorporated Law 
Society, Aldine court, High st, Sheffield. Esam, Sheffield 

Sutton, William, Birmingham, Pianoforte Manufacturer. Jan 2 at 12 at 
offices of Solomon, Ann st, Birmingham 

Tarver, William Henry, Eton, Bucks, French Master. Jan 3 at $ at 
the Adelaide Hotel, Windsor. Durant 

Tasker, William, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Mast Maker. Jan 1 at 11 at 
oo < Graoge and Wintringham, West St Mary’s gate, Great 

rimsby 

Thewliss, Henry, Leeds, out of business. Jan 1 at 11 at the Royal 
Hotel, Briggate, Leeds. Lake, Wakefield 

Thomas, John, Narbeth, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler. Dec 27 at 2 
at offices of Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Thomas, Joseph, Skelton, York, Builder. Dec 30 at 10.30 at offices of 
Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Trigas, James Davis, Landport, Hants, Bootmaker. Jan $ at 2 at 145, 
Cheapside. Cule, Portsea 

Turner, Charles, Bristol, Fruit Merchant. Dec 28 at 12 at offices of 
Hare, Exchange buildings east, Bristol. Barnard, Bristol 

Walker, George, Maryport, Cumberland, Clogger. Jan3 at Ll at 27a, 
Kirby st, Marport. Collin 

Ward, James, Blackpool, Lancashire, Builder. 
Morgan, Blackpool 

Wetton, Samuel, Birringham, Millioer. 
Southall and Co, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Willey, James, Leeds, Outfitter. Jan i at 3 at offices of Spirrett, East 
parade, Leeds 

Williams, Jonn, Harpender, Hertford, Coal Merc hent. Dec 30 at 11.30 
at the George Hotel, Bradford. Shires, Leicester 

Williamson, John Austin, Regent st, Coal Merchant. Dec 29 at 10 at 
145, Cheapside. Holmes, Fenchurch st 

Wilson, Jonathan, Spennymoor, Durham, Builder. Jan 2 at 2 at 
offices of Slader, Newgate st, Bishop Auckland 

Woodland, John Williams, and George Edward Woodland, Runcorn, 
Cheshire, Printers, Jan 2 at 1 at offices of Linaker, Bank cham- 
bers, Runcorn 

Woods, James Matthias, Wymondham, Norfolk, Grocer. Jan 1 at 3 
at offices of Coaks, Bank plain, Norwich 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE jf} MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, &C 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 
Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily ted 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com- 
panies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CQ. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, or, eae a aon, Bee 49, Fleet- 
Annual and other Stamped and Filed. 


Jan 3 at 3 at offices of 
Jan 1 at 12 at offices of 
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HE LONDON ASSURANOE CORPORATION, 
FOR FIRE, LIFE, AND MARINE ASSURANCES, 


(Incorporated by Royal Charter, a.p. 1720.) 
Office:—No. 7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 


West-Enp AGENTS : 
Messrs. Grinpiay & Co., 55, Parliament-street, S.W. 





Governor—EDWARD BUDD, Esq. 
Sub-Governor—MARK WILKS COLLET, Esq. 
Deputy-Governor—WILLIAM RENNIE, Esq. 
Directors. 
A. C. Guthrie, Esq. 
Louis Huth, Esq. 
Henry J. B. Kendall, Esq. 
Charles Lyall, Esq. 
Capt. R. W. Pelly, R.N. 
David Powell, Esq. 
P. F, Robertson, Esq. 
Robert Ryrie, Esq. 
David P. Sellar, Esq. 
Col. Leopold Seymour. 
Lewis A. Wallace, Esq. 
William B. Watson, Esq. 


Solicitors. aw 


Messrs. Johnsons, Upton, Budd, & | Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Withers, 
Atkey, 20, Austinfriars, E.C. & Russell, 4, Bedford-row W.C. 


Hugh Geugh Arbuthnot, Esq. 
Robert Burn Blyth, Esq. 
William Thomas Brand, Esq. 
Major-General H. P. Burn. 
George William Campbell, Esq. 
George B. Dewhurst, Esq. 
Robert B. Dobree, Esq. 
George L. M. Gibbs, Esq. 
Robert Gillespie, Esq. 
Howard Gilliat, Esq. 

Henry Goschen, Esq. 

Edwin Gower, Esq. 








FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

NOTICE is hereby given to persons Assured against Fire, that the 
renewal receipts for Premiums due at Christmas areready to be de - 
livered, and that Assurances on which the Premium shall remain un - 
paid after Fifteen Days from the said Quarter-day will become void. 

Fire Assurances cap be effected with the Corporation at moderate 


rates of Premium. 
LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Life Assurances may be effected either with or without participation 
in profits. 

Copies of the Actuary’s Report on the quinquennial valuation to the 
3ist December, 1875, also of the Accounts, pursuant to * The Life 
Assurance Companies Act, 1870,” may be obtained on application. 

The Directors are ready to receive applications for Agencies to the 


Corporation. 
JOHN P. LAURENCE, Secretary. 


N0O2Wwick UNION LIFE INSURANCE SO- 
CIETY. Instituted 1808. Chief offices—Surrey-street, Nor wich 
and 50, Fleet-street, London. 

Accumulated fund over £2,000 ,000. 

Total revenue over £250,000. 
. _— being 8 purely mutual office, all the profits belong to the policy- 

olders. 
: The expenses, including commission, ara less than 7 per cont. of the 
ncome. 

The bonus additions on new series policies, declared as at 30:h Jun>, 
1876, for the five years then ending, averaged £1 14s. per cent. per 
annum on the sums insured. 


Secretary, T. Muir Grant, Esq.; Actuary, C. J. Bunyon, M.A., Esq. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,400,000 sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C, Pemserton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor , 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
_ The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 


FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


M’eHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833,—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 


Baancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agrs, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Ounrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cur- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 


Bits issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection, 

Sates anv Puscuasts effected in British and foreign securities, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 


Every other deseription of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted, J. THOMSON, Chairman. 
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AUCTION SALES FOR 1877. 4 
R. F. STATHAM HOBSON begs to direct the 
attention of Solicitors, Trustees, Mortgagee’, and all interested 
in Landed Estates, Ground Rents, Reversions, Advowsons, Life Pol 
House Property, &c., to his SALE by AUCTION, which will be held 
at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the following days through. 
out the year 1877, at TWO e’clock precisely : — 
Wednesday, January 10 Wednesday, June 27 
Wednesday, February 7 Wednesday, July 11 


Wednesday, February 21 Wednesday, July 25 
Wednesday, March 7 Wednesday, August $ 
Wednesday, March 21 Wednesday, August 22 


Wednesday, October 3 
Wednesday, October 24 
Wednesday, November 14 
Wednesday, December 12 


Wednesday, April it 

Wednesday, April 25 

Wednesday, May 9 | 

Wednesday, May 23 

Wednesday, June 13 | vit 

Auctions can be held on other days in addition to those specified, 

Full particulars and information as to terms (whick are arranged ong 
strictly moderate scale) for including properties of every description 
in the sales can be obtained, or will be forwarded on application at the 
Auction, Land Agency, and Valuation Offices, 20, Coleman-stregt, 
Bank. 





DATES OF SALES. 

I ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD bog 

respectfully to announce, for the convenience of ther Em- 
ployers, that their SALES by AUCTION of FREEHOLD, Copyhold, 
and Leasehold ESTATES, Ground and Improved Rents, Advowsons, 
Next Presentations, Reversions, Policies of Assurance, Shares, and 
convertible Securities of every description, will occur throagheut the 
year 1877, atthe AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank of Eng- 
land, on the following Wednesdays in each Month :— 


January 10th | April 11th June 13th August 22nd 
January 24th | April 18th jJune 20th September 5th 
February 7th | April 25th | June 27th October 3rd 
February 2ist | May 2nd July 4th October 17th 
March 7th May 9th | July lth October 24th 
March 14th | May 16th July 18th November 4th 
March 21st May 23rd July 25th November 28th 
March 28th May 30th ; August Ist December 12th 
April 4th June 6th | August 8th December 19th 


No. 24, Gresham-street, Bank, London, E.C. 





: Periodical Sales. 
HE old-established PERIODICAL SALES of 
ESTATES, Reversions, Shares, &c., for the year 1877, by Messrs, 
C.C.& T. MOORE are appointed to take place at the AUCTION 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank, on the second Thursday in each 
month, viz. :— 


January llth May 10th September 13th 
February 8th June 14th October 11th 
March 8th July 12th November 8th 
April 12th August 9th December 13th 


Notices of Property intended to be iacluded in any of the above Sales 
should be forwarded at least 14 days prior to the above dates, bata 
longer notice where possible is preferable.—Further particulars and 
terms may be obtained upon application at Messrs. Moorx’s Auction 
and Estate Agency offices, 144, Milo End-road, E, 








SALES FOR THE YEAR 1877, 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
beg to announce that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, Bui 
Land, Ground-Rents, Reversions, and other Properties, for the Year 
1877, will be held at the AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near the 
Bank of England, in the City of London, as follows ;— 








Tuesday, January 9 Tuesday, May 8 Tuesday, July 24 
Tuesday, January 23 | Tuesday, May 15 Tuesday, July 31 
Tuesday, February 6 | Tuesday, May 22 Tuesday, A’ 
Tuesday, Febry. 20 Tuesday, May 29 Tuesday, August 14 
Tuesday, March 6 Tuesday, June 5 Tuesday, August 21 
Tuesday, March 13 Tuesday, June 12 Tuesday, October 2 
Tuesday, March 20 Tuesday, June 19 Tuesday, October 16 
Tuesday, March 27 Tuesday, June 26 Tuesday, October 23 
Tuesday, April 10 Tuesday, July 3 Tuesday, Nov. 13 
Tuesday, April 17 Tuesday, July 10 Tuesday, Nov. 20 
Tuesday, snot Tuesday, July 17 Tuesday, Decembr. £ 
» Ma ; 
‘austions ph also be held on other days besides those above specified. 


Due notice in any case should be given, in order to insure yee pub- 
licity ; the period between such notice and the auction must, of course, 
considerably depend upon the nature of the property intended to be 
sold.—80, Cheapside, London, E.O. 


_ . * 
ESSRKS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and'may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous to the end 
of the preceding month. 











LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
GOUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY EN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special es 
sertion of all pro forma n &c., and hereby solicits their continue 
support.—N. B. Onecopy of advertisement only required, and the 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise 
ment and file of ‘‘ London Gazstte” kept, By appointment. 


Cele eee WO SEE BEBE 





